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■znftp^ 1^'Sifter 
f^ronr) 

M 3 2007 

^ l^f5*)f«er> '»?n|RT ^ 30tJldY ^ MUIInfll I 

H. 15/13/2006.—1995 ^WvflR^cT 3?Wnm, 1975 (f^ SlfiirfWT W 

1995 (f^ W t) ^ STB 713^ p; : 

I. dcMi^ch 11^ '% 3TWR ’q? igi fa ^ F i tt (fin#' •snfa^Rft 

T^rr t) ^ 13-9-1996 ^ ^ «lt 3|k ^«1T^ Wl 

■9»wl(1^ Trjl^JTRTcf ^1^ ^ W TpiT t) ^ 3TP7ra]f tR 

rHJ)f^^lcH=h 14-10-1997 ^ 

a 47A^^/3^lf^«^^ ^ I • c^c<^V^I^ f ^4f^ 26-4-1999 ^ 21/l/99 -^4»<^ 

m ^ sJk 19-4-2000 ^ 3fe ^ u 21/2/99 - ' ^^H ' ^ 

OT ^ ^ Tjf eft (7-8-2001 ^ U 26/1/2001 -^>41 

^ ^ f^uii^cb "^^ift^ ^ Ti^ «ft 3 fk apffim ^ mRuiih 6-8-2002 

'3lf«r5J5^ U 26/1/2001-614)1^^ ?RT ^ 19-10-2002 ^ 4)H{^^ " 3qRiT^;^ 

U l06/2002-#RT^I^ ^Sft* -qr PHV^^IrHch Wm W «?! I 

2 , '3i^, J, ^ ^ ^®h Pich. ^ en^ ^I5«n ®h*^4) 1^. ^ ^ 

^ 31®?^ ^ Pi«iIRia wim, irezngfli? ^i^ft^fi ^jhiRio 1^, 

3^1^ 31^ %qT t I 

Rrjfe ■% -ft ^ md4<M 'zm ^ t i fnnto ^ ^ 3pir "qr 371 ^^ 

)*i®^Jnob "qr 0.16 3R. "Jlf?! %.'?Jl ^ ■q^ ■qiH^l^ Wirai W «1 T I TWIRt, dll^qch ft fifjen 
^ 1^ 4)^qi ^^ii'< '>iiA ^iq -Hi^ ©Molo 3^ «ii«iK 

^=T^^3ft^^lTq?T3!k^lM'^f t=rfc> 1:2.39%MldH HlfSlH 

ft «ft’qR5#T^ 'nqit I 3?Tftq^ gm 4^»KWch wr %qr w, l^nqft ^ wq ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 5m ^ sn, 3^: 'q? 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cf>^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ W7T sAfel t 3ik ^ ^ fc^qr t 3mT MRqRd f^.NifRn 

Tqi ^ 4>R<4i^qi q5| vjTRft t ?ft w ^rfcT ^ 3mT 5^: #r q^ t; 

f>[% 3Tf?rf^m q§t «TRI 9^7(5) ^ Rq^Mell ^ 23 ^ sMrT 

f> 3 vjcnt. 2006 q^ 3TfiJ^jmT 5RT f^^fldch 5^ e^l^eju^ (f^ ^dWxHd 

f ^ q^ ^ t) ^ 3T^ f^^ldcR q? cH^ q^ q^^TTqf^ ^ q^ qf I 
I ^ v5im A 3RI ^ q?r, f^ qr f^qrq? 06.08.2002 q^ Rufiqq^ vsir^ 
pq 5RT'jqiq^ en, cf^^nPiciq<!qqr ^ \ 


5lf^ 


3. i ^ vjfrq ^ R’H'RfRkd wl^qi m qm qqr t: - 

(i)j qrftqTT qrm q^ % qrq f^m 6(4) % A 5rTfeq^ ^#q, 

^ ^ w f^nfmq^/^cqrqq^ qq W 3Iiq{dchl q^ 

f^5p qqr 3fR 5Rq7qcft ^ ^3^ qq sqq^qq? ^xpn ^qddci ^ 3T^ei qqT; 

{iii qq^ ^ ^ ^ I Cl Id q^ f^m 6(2) ^ srjdR uim 5m q^ ^ qR ^ ^qqqr ^ 

q^ sJt 3fR W\% q^ 3I^q qqr qi ^ 3Tq^ ^ ^ R-ifidch1/ddliqchj q^ 

d*jci ^ M^-iJcic}) qji ;3dq ^ ^ ddie % 

i 

(ill) q^ ^qiq 1 sitci, 2005 ^ q>^ 31 qr&, 2006 (12 qi?) q^ siqf^t q^ qt 

sft I qqrft, §rt?r q^ qfiq ^ 2002-03, 2003-04, 2004-05 qqr 2005- qrS, 06 

(qflq srqftt) qtf ^iiRci f^jqj qqi qi; 

(i\) qiPi[^<^ eq^jqqr qq qtferq^ H^iR^^iMq ^ q^) q^ ^^q^ q^ 

^ Rwei cflq qi^ qq vitq 3Tqf^ ^ qq snqrq ^ Rqyui ci>r ^rj^rq f^jqr 


% mq qqr 



q^ qriq qrq^ q^3jt ^ 1 
del41 ^jqqr vjMeieti q5q^ ^ • - 
W. ff^qd qf^fewi 

q^qf^ q f ^dH 
q. 

"^ITq ^^53nq Slt^r^IjqqT ^ ^ ^ 

f^ : - 

m #^qd q#f%q^ 
(^) ^Rqjqr f?Tq^ q^trRrq^ 


f|qq^ q^ A qqq 5R^ 





[^^I^T1—W ^1)1 TTO fiWIWCT __3 

(vii) snSw^l % flf*p5t Ifewe sri araa ^ f S|^«j4l ir; ^ 

ci^ % ci^RR ^ ^ ^ ^ jtRfPra* t fen t; 

' . ■■;■■■. 

(viii) % fSd^<€| WchRl gwr ^ nt ^i^>dfr|<» 

^ gRT ^ 3RfMk w( ^ wm\ «rT; 

(ix) ^ ft ^ ^ 3jk WTF2T?f; ^f>d >j^<di4H 

Ritsioi (viH^s'Tl) ^ m ^ lerpm ^ w!t ^ 3<k ^tr?t 4 

^ sjk ^ cTFRT w ^ felt? vJ€iVl sfk 3)l^cic^ gRT TRfcT 
^ mr^m^ ^ w enfe ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ft Wr ^ T7^fn<T #n; 

(x) f%2Rmcft ^ aif^ ■>HRRi ^ ^r^ tnf^ % %f 

^riten ^ 'd6<^Vn R^iacr>l §RF urt ^ \ 

(xi) Mif^cr)!^) % [^d«i.s ^ ’flfech ^ ^ % fcfTj 27 2006 ^ xfg? 

^iqvjlRcf) -g-iqi^ ^ Siiq'lvjid STT, fuR^ ^ifRT ^ ^ ^ ^sff 

^ Pl'^id<T^ ^ v 3^R^ ^ I >tiiq\jfRcr> >g-ic|lt ^ ^T5T^>Rt ^ *flRsJ4) WT ^ 

czj^ R-cir 1 cf$r fetfed w ^ 5Rf^ ^ 3igfe f^?n l fld^ % jn^ 
ferfe?T W fen W 3lk W ^ ^nd ?RIT Wlf^ l d TOT W, ^ 

few ^ ift ?TTfe fen nnr r 

(xii) ftfer fe^ nsft gRr jRfn arMf % ^ ;3^ gr^ g5t *Jft ufm n§t 

nt I ng ^jnnr ^ ^fnrmfe? wr ^ %rfe t ar^mr n^^ft gm fefe sttetr 

vj'di 3Ftrfer ^trrt ^ ^ fen nnr t, ^ fefe ^ht ^ t 1^srm 
nfem ^ **** ^ gRi fefe arm xr g^fnft t. fe^r R^hmcH 

^ 3m% ]nfe>iit gRT fefe V ^ 

(xiii) ^ nm^ ^ arfert ?fet ww^ ^ fefe ^ xBTnpn ii^ ~ (^ct7^ui % xjrjq 
4 fern? 17 fen^, 2007 ^ ^rt fer nnr sn i few % A 

fe^ xreff ^ fefeft xr; vsr^ ^ ^ gRf ntfifet gRr 

feRfennnr i " 

RmxiJld ^d<iq xWT ^ W{Vfi ” 

4. Wef ^xoann 3ifej^ ^ srfejfe fen “w sn nfen 

'B’^ten A ?llPlc1 >dd4iq xxfe^ xr^^ f I Txf^fer^ xr^^ slgcli c|^ cNt 

*j^en %, ^ xrf^jcfRT^^rfH ^ ^ ^ n>n 85% nR ^ fefe t, xifr k|fe>ifeici> ^ 

x2Rqign srg^ nf^ ^ 5 ^ w t \ gxJnr Tjft ^ xr^ir^ ^ ^ 

%fe7 ^ xsxi 4 fen vjinn t 1 nfeid. sfetn ^ Rf^i/iui 

fen WT t sftifife? \jM4ln 3TR7fe> t I srftrfen, 
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1975 ^ 55 ^ cpftfKT t I ^ 

I ^ 550330 ^ 'RKcft^ cZiPTR cpffcf)^ ^ SEJW 55033000 ^ 3^1% 

t I f^TiK r # =T ^ ^ f^. ^ fBd€i<si ^ ^ ^ ^ 

I m: ^ W^gRT ^ ^ vsn^ t I 

5. ^ f ^ ^ RwcH wqt ^ 

^ 5503.30 ^ 3Rrt^ ^ 5501.30 % ^d^ld 

^ d ^ ^ ^fTHT w t I cRirft, ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^-clKI^H vJ^K % W ^ ^ ^ t, cFzft1% Ip Wcf A ^ ^ 

! nft^ ^ "W sn I 3RT: ^ ^ Wcf ^ 3?%jHT^ ^ffbfcicr) ^ ^ ^friH 

^TPTT W # I ^ 3TPnf^ ?T8JI vieiVl gRT v3dIlRd >3^!^ 

^ yi^di^Rch R^rwrsit, yRj^n crtt dcf?-frcf^ ^ ciiPif^cr? R^ftRctt % 

^RTR CR^ t 1 3??T: 3TRITRcI vicMIdl sfl^ ^ ^FFfR.^ ^fTPTT W t I 

e NiM^cKl 'tid^dlcHcb f sjk cidHii A\ JTcFJR 

>1^ ^ t I 



vjeiVi 

siT?^ % R^idcb ^ ^ ^§TT ^ ^ ^ ^3 tr ^ nm A 

xj^Midd^ ^ sfR ^ w ^P>f?icf7 tf>f^ 

WT) ^ t I cFirft. R^idch % fAm t R> ^ 

T vidll^ ^ ^ vidlldy^ ^ en^ ^ ^ t, vjf^% HR?! A 31^1 

vj^Kcb t I W ^ W SIT R> ^ ^ R^ ^ ^ 

^ ?TTRcT f. 3FT; v3#^ ^ 3Rf^ ^|xPTT ^R^ ^ ^ # 3Tk ^3% 3RT?%ft 

ftT ; 3 ^ ^ yR<Jd Rchidl ^ ^ ^ feRH 


7. ;itR^ ^ t A. ^ ^3ifRT Rt 3fR R cf^fent cir^ ^ 

A R vJdlldcbl 3Rfl^ ^R# #^^RT RMcTW A^ 

V^Q>c ff d R ^ ^ >3x1? 5Rg^ sn I d^^tlld vj^ 3RT WTTg^ 

JHsfRT ^IrtR ?^?R RRcfR R ^gRr A A\ tR^ i 3 itR^ ^ ^ Rie: t 

■R R 3R^ ^ >3^ I debt 3RfRT cF^fflcT^^ F>T^ RRcb^ ?fS|T 

A 5?^ ??R 3FrR R ^ smr vdcMidd "^siRh ^ Rot sit i 

jixiydldl >3dlldRl Rt ^ 3 tR1T R ^7T^ ^ W^ R ^ xJdliqd A 

f t^ftdT^ 50% R 3 tR^ t. 3m: cl^HH ^ «tR Rt ^ R VlRddb^ ^ 

Tw sRfer t I 

5. f^a^cG ^Rf 5RT >50H{ ^ 3RI ^ 

5.1. ?nft«T ^ 3iT^^ 31^ A^ ^ i»R>(cicb wp^ fci. R Ren? 

3. ?T^^ ^ 3n^ siR RRf^ ^f^wRt Rr. A fRqi t I mA 

3TT^ A wAm Rt ^ ^ 3rRI R^dd 3TTcTd^ A RHlj^'iHK 3fj^m fRzn t: - 
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• ^F3fN ^ f^f^4l A vJc^^y'flil 4R<iciH f 1c^ Mic-ixl^ vjmflt ^ 

ar^rfer t; 

• ^ m\ 9^5) ^ ^ ^ Piofnr<}5 ^rttefT ^ ^ 

^5^ g§t ^ vsn# t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3Rr^ ^ ^ t I' Rn’^a. *it^iq0 

wft^TT ^ 5nf&^ ^ ^ «ricr ^ ^ ^ ^«n ^ mR^ii^I ^ srmR ^ 

^ ^: Pifefi-R ! ^ ^ 3rt©T g§t ^ t I 23 ^ 3T5?m ^ «lf^4)l-?l ^ 
^ ^ 3iMi{^chd( ^ ^rften ^ njo^ 3?^r@Rf 11 

t ^ ^50^ ^ 3Tm?55[^ ^ t cfr ^ ^ ^TTO ^ ^ ^ 

Rm>|R5fI I ?T£nf^, viiRlq^^ 1^ ^ ^FRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f, 

^ ’^^ 1H^ Rcbid^ t fe ^ ?it % ^ Wr% ft) 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I ftefrRT ^ 3ft^ ^ 'STT^ t ft> 

;3^ ^ W vfT^ ^ 3TSM ft^ft ^ W I -qr 3Tft^^ ^Tcf5^ 

t I HtiJlclR Mlftchl^l IRT RtflRci HiRlH ^ WcT 

WiR q ^ 3iftcp t ?it ^ 5^ ^ ^ ^ ^ st^Rrt tm i 
^ ;iq5R ^ Tp ^ q)t ^ t, cfr ^ ^ ^ ^ 

7TIW %\ 

• ft? ‘^TRT ^ ^ Mcpd ^Tqr ft) ^ cit tixcj^ vstiVi ^ ^ ^ SR^qt 

^5Tftlt t ?tr ^ ^ ^ 3nqftt 3RT: ^ 

^ vjfT^ ^ «?)l4 ')i'W'<o ^ I 

9. Rtfid^ ^ Mq)c^lq)X'J| RqyW ^ ^ ^■qiRcr? 

f^lft ^ # ft) ^ ^rtt^TT ^ ^ ^RW W ^ '31# ^ 3RI^ 

; 3^^ ^ v)f# ^ ^>r^ ansTR ^ #, cwlft? ^ ft^jfiw ^ 

3ft1&?T t I 

^.2.^1^ ^ Rt^ix 

10. 3F^ RRh ^ 'q^ % ^«[IT cfR^ qjT ft%q ftjqr 13fl^ 31^ ^Tcft 

^ ft^ ft^, t ft^: - 

• ft) "5^ ft-iicf) 8 2007 ^ ^FfM ^ ^GTRPTT, ^ ^ ^ ^ "'TT^HT 

^ ^ ^ ?T#W STsficr 9 314^^ 2002 ^ ^ ^n# t I 3m: TTHUqft ^rttelT 

^ 3Tft^ ^iRvI ^ ft^ vSJHT trrf^ Mlftcf?# |[RT Rufiqcp ^rfteTT vrltcT q^t 

;^wiia q^t vsn# I 

• ft) ft^5^ W wq mRuiihI a ^R# snt T?ft)fc!q) H?i§q'M SRf 3fTq)^/^;q^ ^ 

3 ntTR MlRlq># 1[RI wq ^itf^ 3Rqftq> TOT "TO 2 JT, gldift) ^ ft^flTO) % TO^ 

^ qjT TOT ftjqr 2 tt 3jk q^ro vsim ^ ?R2 t ^ qRf^rftqf 

^ # 1^ TO^ ^ 3mqftq7 |t t. ^ ft) ^ ft) RRfraq^ ^ TOT 

ftjqr t 1 
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13. 3fk 3fT^qcr> f^^cicf? ^ 

^ 5^ ^ vjsrar t ^ ajk^sirr 

’if^®tFit ^ Jd'tif'w wHt ’Tf ^ '(fl*fi tii^ ?raj ^ ^ ^ 3fl7 ^^^(fi) | ^ 

t ^rrfJtcT w 11 

^.4 Snf^chill 5RT yS&ef 


14. ^ ^arr ^ ^ ^ ^er ^ ? g RFT >ji ^ ^ 

^ «||Dc|^ ^ vjri^ ^ # I 


15. ^iC’l'Jl^ ^ 23 ^ ^ Trf^ «IM 9 ^ (5) ^ ^ 3JTW5T t 1% 

iTTe^fM cf^ cf^rn ^ 3 T Ri^<Lichd{ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^?pTT ^ 3rMR w t % ^ c^JlTcfR cFJRm 

^ ^14 ^ftfxR^T ^ “^iWR ^ 5'ticr>| cTTO ^ cF>t %q5TR?T ch^^H | 

16^ 11.2 ^ ^ mm^ % sn^m^ w ^ 

3T27^ flaci«s tl41§TT ^ STTO^T^cTT ^ jnrrf^ ^ f^ ^chHIcHch 

gRT 3?^^ virr^ ^ w?rS frf^xRnc^ w^^Rtsjt cptt^ 

^ c^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ WdR cF>m ^ cf^ 

^ ^ I TTST^ ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ 

3T5^£r cfT^ ^ 3Tflr^ ^ ^ ci?t cTTOR vjfTlt qj^ cf>t TRqr^ qR^ 

^ 3nq?3T^ amr ^ qf^ %q wq ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ qr ^ qft ^ I zrf^ ^ £ | x{|ij|ih c^ 

atcT^ ^ qRnrpT^^, qrfeqqlt ^ f^ratfer f % qreqM ^ ot 

3)lq?«j<l>dl ^ ?it d^qjKM jnrra ^ ^Hlkl ^57 fejT \j||kjj|| I 

17. JTifil^ ^ f % gjif^ c^ ant^ Pratcjg; Msu c^ ftfij 3 pi% arr^^ 
^ aiTj^r jjiRr ^ ^fpftsn ^ ^ ai^ sji alk «rf^ ^ ^ 

TPftw =1^ ^ sjt 1 gsnf^, HTfecwa % ^ trai 8nt<.^ ^ arRmr TWfiiTr 

7PfteiT^^ci?rw^?7?if«rf^cprrift?nfJrafegT8ji I an^ Prafcra? 

^ juRSr ^ "SFftaiT 7m, ^ tt? -aim wn ift ai^d t 

w NRqIdd MRfwilnq'i c^ j#iaK aft midR aim 773 ^ a^^rte t 1 
^ ^ ^ ^ 37=77 ^RnfSlqjITi # fTT 7m # RrflTT mBT? ■?|c^ c[ft ' cl<l|dl7 arRt 

7?% ^ wfid gfj arixT ^Tai t I fTifqPJ uRciRd aRl^lfM ^ ^717 7?^ aft 5f^ # 

^ ajk «rf?r ci?t Trnmr q?cj g5t arm 57^7 sft aj^ ^ 1 tr^, 
snf^miRt =^ ^ ^ eRRn 7 asm 773 =^ a^ arraaaaKiT afR fTraft m ait ftatRa asT^ 

^ f^ am afh? sifcT TTTsi ^ Tfisi afMfa aRf^lM ^ a^ 7 ?^ a^t a5t ift 

^(■ci q^l f" I 
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^.1 

sjrt 

18. 




f^ralW 




3T^ 


■TO srr 


jSTTffe ^ ^ (^^5dch/RPlHldl 3T2lt?T ^ 3TT^TO ^0 2TT^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ttI^ 

%5 yi^dlclc^) ^ ^ f^RricT ^2J ^ ^2J TOT^ 

^ 3Tt^ ^ cRrq t I f^Rrtro IRT cfRrf TJ^ ;[jrHT R’Sf^ld 

? 'drml^d ^ ^ ^ 31^ Tnf^ f^eitR?T 


(c|>) tePTO 


^ 1^ 3TTcrTO ^ f^PlRd 3ft^ ^ W ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^9T ^1>c|K yVHlcIc?) ^3:^ ‘dlR^el I iMH\-n ^ ^ 

^ ^ f^ mrm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Rnf^fcT 3 tt^ 

S{mk W( tcTcTR t I cTTO, :TO^ cb^l^H 3fk 3icT^^ TOT W TO 

>dHl4lvjH ^ TOT7 ^ 3??^ ^ cfft TORTO ^ c[?rTT^ ^ cf^ 
^ IT?^ ftro TO t I 


19. 

^ f^Rijr 
WTT 


I 

20. taf^ ^3^ ^ 3TTpft TOT 5TTO^ fe^3#pfr ^ \idlldd ^ ^31^, 3Tk 

TOTR f TOT^ ^ ^ q^aRT ^ 3^MR|t<i ^ TTOR c^ ^E[ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

■ 5 ^ ^ |TTf^cr7l'^ ^RT ^ ^ ^ 3flR "JIF TOTT TOT ^ f%#RT, PtilHNcfl c^ 3T^W^ 
f^ ^ t 3flR ^ >H^I'M1 vjH TOTR ^ 'i^\H\-^ ^ ^ "^ikT qT f^ 

TO f I 3Tq%^ c^ TOST ^ ^7^ ^3^ ^ feTT3it ^ ^ tTO ^ RIT TOT t 31^ 

f^y^RT ^ ^ ^ mRcI^H 3I^to t I Piqldch ^ TO#TO ^ TO^T 

^ ^ f^RT fcTO t f^T# ^£TR f^ TOT t I TOJTTR, TORTT^T gR W 

■R '<iIHTO "^TO f^TOT^[^^rR 'TOcTT 

1 
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^rfM ^ ar^qR 


********* 

aid^ifflij »^|^^| 


feftftiririeie'k* 

'{T^|ij')uH 


********* 

4>ixyaMi SIX yiWM (c|>) /4t.^ 


********* 


(^) igtm: 


21. ^ 2^^ S'ffn[^cr> ♦♦♦** V|5f^[^c|7 xjTTjr^ ^ 'JTR?T ^ 

f1%^ STT I ^ ^ ^ f^mfcfr c^ ^ 

arTcf>^ c^ 3TT2IR ^ TjTjx qj I irf^flr^ - 3 ^ Pl^^dc^ ^?T 1%^ tjtt 

^FTPfl^ ^R ^Tc^lf^d 3Ti^ ^ 3TT?TR W aft? lTR?r ^ ^R^Pih ^ W 

■^R^ ^ fcTcTR TRfT qr I wrm ^ ^fRRflvjjdl ^ ^ ^ 

^ qMt ^ ^ ^TIT f^cF)]^ ^ ^TRTm W qr I dcj^>(1K, f^cT^-^jR^JFTT 
ci^dd Pl'^di^’dR eid^ ^ I 


ciT^Hd 

Hrar Rjjn. 4 


2/4t.^^ ^ arpR ^ 3TT#^R> 

********* 

********* 

f-^’Mld vilcxiig'i 


ft it Hit it ft ^'k'k 



********* 

^Rncl R2Jid gfl^d 


********* 

afeni : trRRiic; 2 d 



w 


********* 

tr qtRR 

--•— 

********* 

afcR^nq w 


********* 

’TxR JHTR 


********* 

fRT 


********* 

d^iqivdd 


********* 

WxdHl SIR (^) 


********* 


q.2 qrt#? ^ aRq ^ ftqfecj) 

(q)) ^JFRfRT 

22. ^ qiftaiTT ^ ^ qrt^ ^ ftRft 3Rq ftqf?R> % 3 Tr ft cFI ^) ^ WT 

3T3^ f^RjT aicf: qr^^ ^ apq ftqJdcpi ^ 1^ yiRlcbi^ ^ 3TR an^ xrt 
wr^ ^ ^^a*i ^^qrqiOT ^ Mq ^ ar^^R ^ f^itiff^ w^v^ 

^q qqq qif^ ^ qmpq ^ ^r ^cbR feqr 11 
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(^) clW 

23 . ^ PrqkuT mRci^h, -HTt, cfiifnjH srrf^ 

^ 3T^TTfct ^ ^ eJK ^ Pl^ldcb ^ 3Tm^ ^ 

^ ^ 3nm^ 1^ f^RR^ **** 

^ ^ t I 

I 

^.3 

24. \m^ ^ ^ chKxislMI ^ ^ WTT^ ^ ^ 

PiHi^jHK chK^yni w f%?TTf^ f^rakr cj?to ^ ^ t i 


wq friRH q^ qqqr 

qrqpq *jcq 
q?q/^.qq 

Rqld t^lqq 
q?q/4t.qq 

ifrqq qIf^^R 

qr^ qri^ % 



********* 

•k'k'kit'kickicic 

2.53% 

c^ arq 

f^qhr^ 

********* 


**★★*★*** 

29.65% 


25. j ^ ^ ^nf^ ^dciH #fn ^ srf^ q^n ^ t l 

i 

^.4 I MRciRd qRf^rfM m -^^ni ^ ^ ^ 

ci>| RhricRT • 

26. I ^ ^ ^ c^ 1^ ^ qr^RT MRcjf^d qRfM^ 

q5t f jafR qrqr ^ 5 ^ ^RTRT 1 ^ q^ f^cT ^ ■qfcT^ 4 qj^ qq^ qj ^qq^T 
^ttWf Piq^dch q^ fMt qr^TT q^ q^ qqr wt^tr 3fk ^ ^ 
Riqtd jqrqq^ ^ OTq^t qWr q5t qqq ^ qR qrtq q^ t I 

27. * qF ^ qqr t ?ftq qq1 ^T STIcTqq? Rqldch ^ qRq q^ RRrfq q^ qi^T 

^ eHm 30 qfcU^id qq^ q5t yiqf^ ^ ePm 9 qtcRm ^ q^T RKldd 

3TTf I Rrqtqq> ^ 3 Ri ^ q^ Rrqk cFm 70 qf%?RT qcR q^ qq I ^ f%qtq 
cfMt 5 >R qq Rqqq 70 5rf^ qqr^ f 3 fR qnq q^ Rqtq 5 k^ f%qt^ 
qq *** % t I qMt q^ 4 q^ qiq ^ 3 Tf^ qRt 3 TtMq 

OTcfT t 3fR q^q^ RRfe qMR qq 3Rqf^ t 3^ qRcftq qi^lR Rq^dcb ^ 

qf^qTjot cnqfR qqr ^ t I 
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sirt v^gHf^cr? C»>1 g>t if Mmi 

2004 

2005 

vjii^ 3Tcrf^ 

1. MT^ f^rzrtw 

********* 

********* 

********* 

!f|ft 

100.00 

134.38 - 

129.52 

2. 

********* 

4r*ilr****** 

********* 


100.00 

94.26 

91.43 

3. 3RT ^ f^^ffcld 

********* 

********* 

********* 


100.00 

164.75 

171.45 

-fi ^ ^ 

********* 

**itifkiric^* 

********* 


100.00 

130.98 

132.80 


28, cfMt ^ f % ^ ’m^ ^ fM^=f C|^ otTV 

^ ^ cFm 10 ^ ^ ^ ir ^ 7 Trf^ cf^ 

1 % if ^ ^ -^tT f^r^ cF?^ # cpm 5 ;rfrr?]rr„^ ^ 1 

^ ^ Pri(^a ^Hcl, ^Kcfl^ ?T^ ^ f^rafe ^ w?5t cb^d>^ 

f I cr^dd 5f^f% ?TvJTR ^ ^ 3r^ WT^fT^ ^ chM«^) ^ 

^ TTRT^ 17^ ^ |[cT^ if ^ % 3lf^) ^3TT t I 


^0 'siJ^ir^cT) cj?) «iea/fchtii. 4 ^dd 

2004 

2005 

vJliM 3Tc[f^r 

1. MRd ^ 

********* 

********* 

********* 


100.00 

109.03 

109.93 

2. 

Ifk-khltfiltlfli 

********* 

j********* 

5r^ 

100.00 

106.25 

107.08 

3. 3r^ ^ ^ Pl^fRld 

********* 

********* 

********* 

5f^' 

100.00 

104.73 

104.88 


29^ , ^ ^ ^ ^ ^T>T^ ^^t^^ \^gF^d)dl^Sll^<H -^tm 

^ t ^ 3?^ ^ ^ ^ ft t 3ft7 ^ W ^ ^f ffe 

^ >!t^ ^r Tjtfe: yRiRfi^d ^ 1 ^ ^ wm ffe cf^ t 1 

3m: 3fk cfftHcT >FfM 3TT^ f zj^ cf^ v5rm 3T«?fir if qmd ^ 

^ 3TTt t ^ ^ d[f! t 3Fk ^ v5ncTT t cfr 

^ % Sn^qcT) Pl<4^dcr7 ^ TIT^ cjjt ^dyi^Rl ^ 3miflm> ^t»TT^ t I 

30. l^'Md 3jk 3ff^ ^ ^cM 1^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ t ^W, ^ -^f ^ 
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[Part I —Sec. 11 


^ ^ ^ t ^ cJI'WRcb oqci^K ^ ^ ^ feRPT ^ 


^ t 


^ t 
^ t 


^ 5Rm ^ 3iTf^ sirf^ ^ ^ f i sipt ^ ^ 


I ^ cipi^ ^ t cf^rrf^r stRn vj^kh ^ ^ 

Rf t fe ^ efFM 4 fT^ Wr ^ ^ ^RT I ^ Reff^ HPT- cf^t 


R) ^Rjfcicb ^ 5rg^ ^ t ^ 'ppfR ^ 30% ^ ffe || t 3 rt 

'jT^ Wr 70% l3R:^Wm^R R5^c||>H ^ ^ Cj^ WJT ^ t 

mRciR^ MRR^Rillf 3Tf^ 'WW C}^ 6l^n I 


31. i^ ^ lTTfiR>I^ ^ C[^ f sfk 3HT ^ cf^ R^ldl ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ W W xTcRT t 'HTR ^ ff^ ^ t ^ 3P^ 


WTvjfRt 

^riRI 


cM ^ ^ WTRU 3?|R[ ^ ^ t I WMR ^ ^ 3RT 

Rifld ^ ^ cl^Hdl ^ ^ W # % SRI ^RRt ^ vd'ilcjQ R4 r c^(^^ ^ 

3Rif^ f j ^ ^ ^ f ^iRpft cR R7fr#g?fr #TT sRffim> 

t '^^ Rfxli^ RcbIcHHI #fTT MR^Rd Sff^ c|^ f 

ten? cf5T ^ ^ f^lR A ^ %m '^f^ WT\^ ^ vilRT t I rR^ 

^ ^ t SITcR^ Rifidcb Wd % TdT ^ R^Md ^ ^ MRdRd mRR^R4 

STRp ^ ^ f sfR ■Jlf^ f^ W^ t dt ^ ^ SITcr^ Raider? ^ 

Rdd ^ ^ ^ ^ ^fRTddl t I 


W. I ^ TJ^ chKUUc^Icb <m Rl^fRTJT 

I?.1. i Rddcg r(M felR 

^.1.1 k. «nt I'RbfcItb cIRpft 1^., anfctu^ 

i 

32. I rRw^ ^ cf5^ t % aiT^c^ ^ 3TTcRd> Rifidch ^ %5 SPR ^ SITcf^ 4. 

Silt ^^fi>[elcb tf5T^ cFRpft fcl. ^ ^refR ^ ^ "dRm ^ ^dRT ^IT I 

RRr|to^ ^3^ v3^ aiR f : 

• j % dcRddS ^ Wd 3 Tc[R ^ ^TRR RR t sfR 

j ^ #£[ ^ tIOTY ^iRreIt (d^ TTO? ^ dSP SRI c[?[t ^ STRldt ^ cTT^ R# 

j R?md; (^) SRit geRT ^ ddlTd^ £[RI ^TS[R H# dWdT ffe ^ 
idJRUT 31^ ^ t I 

• I R? dHltd 'R d5^RdT v5!TdT t R TP^ ^ % SRTTdt ^ d«WTT 

\ ^ M^d 1^^ ^ I 

• I R? Tf\^ 9 3Td^ 2002 eRRT RTT SIT I ^ 2003-04 A ^ rR^R dd^idchl ^ 

i ^ 13% ffe ^ sft I dSirR. RddMt eTT^ ^ ^ ^ R# ^ 

I cR 2004-05 ^ 10% Rddd SfR Stk 2005-06 ^ ^ 3 tR sfR 1% 

! d§t Rddd snt I 





[WJ 1—75Fg 1] 
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«^IH[X % P|amq*1 % <»>KU|1 

^ ^ ?T8IT qf^f^4> "Zlrt ^ TTPT fflf ^ ^ SWif^d ^5^ 

v2r^ cTRmt; ’im % ^ih! ^ if f%^fe ^ 

WTT^ ^ xSHqVi ^5^ 3T5nraT, fuRI^ MRuiWW^e^ d«IT 

^ ^ T?FT ^ ^ 3TTt; 3|k vJ?qW<t>1 ^ HlRj|d ^ Rl'^lde ^ ^ 

srf^r^d t i 

• ’TR^ 4 ■^n^ ?T2TT ^7fcl'W>^ ^ % ^5R0r Tjf^jfcTg? ^ ^ g5tTl^ ift Sfm 

I 'iW Rh^C ^ ^6 ^ Rdl ^Idl ??T ^ ^?t2r5r ^ 

^5^ >dl*lftdl ^ RRRl ^ gJH >dM4l^l v5n% % cfjRUT ITT^ tTT^ ^ 

^mrnr 11 

• f^ R^trt ^r -zjF ’ft ^ t fft? g^ 2005 ft g^r^gr gft 

ftifg ^ 2004 ft ^ 2.72 fft. ftt. ^ ft 2.64 fft. ftt. ^ ^ gf fwRlft cfim 3% 

gfftwgg gtf gpfi gg 'Hchdi t f^Rift ftfcR^ gft ^ig?T 3ft? N3?rgft ^t^rt ft ^Rcicf> ?f)g ft 

1ft?rg3 3?Tt fvRTft 3TRRT: g>r^ gft ^igd 3ft? ^mrg TT^ I ^ 

g>T^ ^ wngg^ ft gft g^ftRit ft \*d^citH)^<i^d gft gWt 

ft gft m ?TFTgT ^5gT I gjifg? ^?qTgg^ vdMd^ sftw 

ft^r 5 gft ft 3Tfftg> ?PTg ft ?Tgft gjR ??T sn I 

• vjcHiqcrJ ^ SRT ftftf g^ 3Tgft vRgrgg gft gg^ rt^t g>i IftftRT fftjgr 

^idi t I ^3% 3Tgftt fftftrd flfl52ft ft ^Rft pn t i \3^Vi ^ f^ srfft g? 
fM?uT gjftr ?Rg fftftiftt ^ gm g? grft g^ aidn ?^ vsngr grfl? aft? g? 

^ ^ ^ ^gjfl^T I 

• fftftft gg ?n?r?r g?gd g^ftr fftftm^ ft arg giftt % ?ng-?TM g? fen t 
fe gft 2005-06 ^ 41xid sftft gicd ft feg fegfcifeg gg?g^ ^ g>rgg ^ sft g^ftfe 
grfef angm ^Kd)g gfttg g^ ^ ^ ^ g>RUT ft : - 

• grgg fftfftg g^i^ g>r ?TgH ^ig^ fe? fen gggg gift g? ggng gft ?nnf^; 

• q>-c4) ?nTfftgt g? fftf^fe grftt gft ar'^dd^di; 

• srggraft ft ffe % gg?Tg ft 3RTg^ 

• arggft^ gfegrgg; 

• ’TRg ft gfefeg^ g5i^ g5f g^gr mg ft fftggg; 

• gg?g? ggngg^ gm sfggr ?tgftg fe?fgft ggi^ ft ^n^n g? g5g ggftm gsn 
fe?rft gftgcft aft? nrfeft g? argilftg? ggm ggr I 

^.1.2 

33. aigft ai^ftftt ft g^ g?fm ft ang gigt ^ ?ng-?ng fegiggi? g^ feqr t: 

• fe g^ giftn g^ arftg? fttgt ft ggng ^ gjgg % gji??? ^ gt t i ^gft ft aiftg> 
fttgt g? gr gt giegftfefl cRigr w ??r t gr ^eg^ ^ ift ft ?Tgng g>? ferr gg? 






14 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—S^. 1 ] 





I t I ^ vJTt^ \3ltprr Cf^ ^ ^ 4)vjjcjl % 

I 3<icilcr> ^ ^ vjt'(n'<a ^ I 

yX^ ^ ^ ^&>fcich Lhl^sl'i ^ hIN ^ ff% t 1 

^ A ^D)f^ch ^ aFmr ^ ^ t ^ srrt 

I ^ vJcqr^ gRT ^ ^ £ZIH ^ 3Tq^ 

I ^ ^ ff% ^ ^ ■Jlt f I ^ R>k1K ^miRch % 

I ^ ■<B^Kc*>'| % v5fr%TT ipf ^ f I 

I % ®?Tt qO^f^cr? H7|^«1>< ^ vdcui ^ 1% RRkI ^ 

I ^5^^ gRT 5?gf?i^ f^ viTT^ cl^t 3r^§fT ^ "qf t cKlIf^ cl^ 2005 ^ ^ ^5WRft ^ 

' ^ 5IRT f3TT t I 

I mm 3n1t xiTf^ ciWt tR ^ f 3fl7 infer mn^ ci^ virrcr ^ 

] ^R ^ qft ^ I ^ Ufj^ ^ ^nRT ^ wRR^f^ijT feHTR ^ 3?M ^ 

j ^ Wr xiciai t" fe MiO’i tR- 1 

jfe sTT^^Tj^ gRT ^rf^ ^«Tpft^ firr^rR nfry ^rferr 

j t" I ifhr^ ^ ^ wtvjir ^ qi|r{cr7|cr)J^i ^Rf 7TIT f^zfnr nr^ hrtt ^ '^^ wr 
I "^ciai fe ^ccf) ^ ^THF^r feq vjn% ^ f^rf^ ^ 3TRTTift ^ ^TRE A 

j I 3Iel!c|i, ^RtfE ZTF HPT ^ t fe ^nfeRWr 3Rpft aTOT W\ 

jfetTR^ t I 


• |fe ifl^ ^ Rtifidcr? ^ fefpT 3TR[fep Elfer cjQndl Ey feq ^ f I 

• ife ^ Wc t fe ^^'kol vdCjVl ^ ^ cfSTT om ^?Tt ^ W^ ^ WcT TOE 

i^ WFR7 ciR^T ^ ^ t I iTSTTf^, ^ WT?T ET fe^RT ^ cR chRU| 

|t fe ^ ^PTRT feq uTT^ ^ \d£)Vi ^ mRuii 4) arf^ ^ ^2j in^ i\ ^ 

ETffe ^ 3RmT ^ ^ I 

• |fe 3T^ ^ ^ ^.g ^ ^ffer f^f^lH ^ ^ ^ cERUT aff^ ^ 

1^ I ^ A ^ 3iy^cK1 aTEcTT % EfelFRcRnE WTRT cRT '< ^nd 

mm cR fefpf feq ^ ^ EfeiFRWT ^\m |3tt t 3ik mfm ^ 
^ ll t I 

• jfe • 2 T^ ^fpftarr vstrt ^ ^ 3Ecr^ ^ t fe nrfer 3 mrRft ^ m5n ^ 

it fe^ ^ I cR^: ZIF 3rr?TT vRcft t fe 3rRTT?fT cf^ Hl^ RrIcI^ 
|3TT^ xEHq I cRTlft. ^ GTRTTift c|^ -Rm 3Tfep ^ t I ^ 

iST^ ^ ffe ;rgf^ ^ t I 


^.1.3 

34. 


aiRT flddcg i^lfelf cfc &gR 

i ^feR f^P# q^RpRR % ^rj^ert ir fe^ f : - 

fe iTSTT ^Rifer fefRTcp ^ 3TPJTift ^ H<(im fe^lcjci GTlt t sfR 3EcIgcE 

fefpR) gR[ nRn cf^ cR^ % feftcr ^ c^ 






[HFTl—ISFgj] 
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^ will'll ^ t Wm* g5r srg^ ^cqi^ q^cj f|g5f 

1 3jk ’irer nf f?pfra g5r fgr fr gsJT f|^ f i 

• ^ »d<^i<;cwi( 4. gi’Hlfcl^i^ f?f. ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^Rnr g5>ft 3jit 1 3(k 3tT>3j3 ir 3RR ^ ^ ^ ($rtT arrara 3ff?rart f I 

• %^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ f aik ir ar^itrft tr f^ 

^ f 3)k 3i3=l<n ^ iffif Iff^sfcra? gari^T ^ gg tg i j'J i ^ f | 

m^r ^ w ’ft ^ 13jk g? gifci xfffcTjg? g«iT fft^gkr anfft 

^ 3RJ gsifg’it gft gftrrat g^ 5i|% gi^ iff jp^rffttT ^Ttn f I 

^ t ?ft giM g? t fftj ijgftg gfr iHk aiwirai ^ gjRof ujcr ^ ^ t 

g sngrat ^ gsRw I f?i?rai gs ^i^ifilgj ^ gkftfftgft ^sfk ^ gft ang % 

I ^ 

• % g^ gft ^ygg^ 575 ?^ ^ gft g^ t I g^ giftg gra jrggg jMfftgft 
ggftt 3lk aijrgf^ 11 

35 . gfirani ifjftknjgg ft aigft aigftg ft ft f i. 

• fft> ^jgsijijgjijg gft ang ft grggftsft ^ gg^g? gsr fftfftftm gs^ gi^ 

^ ^ ^ t I gifg ft gftcj gfftg ft gg^gg ^ 

sngm ftgftt angR g? srfft ^ gigi fftsgi sn I fft?g ggsr gf t sfk gftg 

gft afft gft gg^gg gft gjftgj fftjftjfrg ^gg^ftf ^ gg^ ajk 

3Tnn^ A Pi'iicic; (jjT ^%\ 

• fft> grf^ ^ fftftiggft gig gftgg ft gftf g;^ g# gft gf t ajk ?gf?gf gftcj 
g^ftg gft grfif gft gftf ftgiggr g^ t'I 

• ^ ^^ftg «JTf^ ft f? fftftftft % WT gftgg g? giifgg gg fSrftra 
ftt ^ ^ 11 

• ^{( ^fwcp tpi^gg ^ fftfftftraraft ft gregfttft ^ ^ ggig ft (jg,|(ftg,N gg ^ 
ggra^aftg gigg gft ftftt ^ggffft gftftr g^ ^Rft t fftgft gkj gsftg ^ gru tiQg; 

«Tfit ^(ftf 3Wgi ftgft sifft gft ghgggi gftftf | 

36. jrg5gg ftj gggig gg amft aifftftt ft tfftgg g ftlRKfi^H aftg fft<g affgg 

'jftrtftggR ft afft gsjT gjRDnjgg? ftgg % gift ft gg? ^ ftlgggr 11 

V.2. Tnfftggft sri gffg 

37- ^ Hll(ft*i'<l ft fftfSR gifM gRT aigft ar5fttft ft fftg gg fftfiR gg^ gg ftk fftjgi t 

3ik grfftggft ^ gggr fftg gg ^g ggft ft arrafg? ft gftcj g^ gft «ifft gnft g?ft ft ^ gft 
'ftg gft gf t I g? gftkn sg^ftog ft gg? fftftgg? ft arjftfET gr ^ gft gf gft 1 anftggj 
Wigg> *^SIT sgftgg ft gft^ ggfg ftf «# giftit gft gnft«g gsgft gg ftrf 
g^ fft^ ggi ag j gagfft. jgfft^ ft gpg^ ^ ft ^ ^ 3 ji(^ ^ ^ 









[m l—wrs 1 ] 


%m ^ 


17 



^ ^ nn 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005<06 

aTRIKT 





viffw 3Rlf& 


IgSM 

^’m^^ 

2566 

3448 

3323 

JT^ 


100 

113 

152 

146 

3Fn J(i<?ch cJM; I 

4t.^ 

14138 

10461 

•9957 


nff% 


100 

74 

70 

30 

3m ^ fc>ci> ^ 

4t.^n 

4683 

791 

1267 

4615 



100 

' 17 

27 

99 

^ 3TPnn 

4t.^ 

21093 

13818 

14672 

12197 



100.00 

66 

70 

58 


42. f ^ ^ ^r ■#£[ ^ ^ % a^rmcr 

^ TTPj;^ 1^Ri^ ant 2}t afk ^miR ^ ^ A Wr 46 37fcr?Rr ft i ap^ 

^ nr cTPj t armpfi ^ ^ arraR ^ ^ ^r so nfcRRT ^ 

^ 3TRjf^ f^Md ant t I ^snf^, ap^ ^ efP]; nt! t. 

armpfr ^r ttcr cf?r amflr ^ arpoftm? RKidd ^ ftR ft t, ^Mtf^ 5^ 

aiFiTcr nn ^amjRnt ^nrnr nn rwt 58 nfcRm ;|t t I 


(ii) fm, sjcqRH 


vdaVi ^ 5PRTT ^ 
ardiKH ♦ 

^3Tt ipT 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 






vjflNr 3rafSr 



77500 

77500 

85000 

85000 

!rj% 


100 

100 

110 

110 

vitlVl ^l 3>c1 'dcMl«?'t 


69200 

78325 

84738 

75378 



100 

113 

122 

109 


% 

89.29 

101.06 

99.69 

88.68 


'{J^xlchiih 

100 

113 

112 

99 


* ^rsfr^T tt ^mFI^k vdcMi^cb ar^tcT 4o t^^nn ^fsbf^ch 1^o. Ao ^ 

4o MTfMPi a?Mn t I 



4081 GI/2007~3 
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43 f ^ ^ ^ 10 ^ t I 

?T2nft, 2004-05 cT^ 31^ ^ ^ utNi 3??f^ ^ ^ 

3TT^ ^ I ^ ^ ^ 3Tc?Tte> '^^TR ^ll-^ ^ RRT ^Tcff^ ^ ^ 

SFRTT N3Wi|Vl ^ cfR 3IT2IR cpf c^ ^ ^ | 


(^) ^QVi cjft Qft)iff 


2002-03 I 2003-04 I 2004-05 


1553 


240 


84738 



2005-06 

viira 3|cTf^ 

f38^ 
677 
5378 

109 
8249 
113 
1419 
139 
>091 

110 


14. '3SfPT 3jlY Pl^Ia f%ft^ ^ ^ 3TT?rR ^ cf?t ^fRrRj^ ■^ETR 

^ t I cT2^, ^ 'v^^Kcht 3T8i1?r 3Trt tfr VR ^ cRmfcTl^ 

^ ^iq'l #? f^RT^ T#u# 3i^: vj^ gRT ^naff^RT c^ 

w ^r If, ^ ^3^ c}^ ^ ufm ^ t ft) ^ ^ ^ 3Tc(ft 

^ ^ ft ^^iqcr)"! gRT fftrr tjtt ftt 5)1? ?T^ ^ t | 

I 

^) I ftft TJcj ^TvjfR 


2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 


2005-06 

vira oicift 


T? ^ t 




2272 

100 

14138 

4683 

21093 

100 

60612 


2566 

113 

10461 

791 

13818 

66 

66114 


3448 

3323 

152 

146 

9957 

4259 

1267 

4615 

14672 

12197 

70 

58 

65504 

68249 
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5If% 

100 

109 

108 

113 

^\qI^ vidtlcjcn 

34899 

27500 

31760 

27138 

. 

100 ■ 

79 

91 

78 

^x^fm 

116604 

107432 

111936 

107584 

wgRt 

100 

92 

96 

92 






■EJ^ ^TlW 

51.98 

61.54 

58.52 

63 44 

v5o<i«;cp 

29.93 

25.60 

r 28.37 

25.22 


1.95 

2.39 

3.08 ' 

3.09 

3Rr ^ Ti^ cfpj^ t 

12.12 

9.74 

8.90 

3.96 


45. 'cJm 4^ 3Tfcf>% f % 3TI?TR ^ ^ ufiN 3T^ .^f ?TPT ^ 8 

5rfcr?Rf RKicie ^ ^ | ^ smucfr c^ 3 t^ ^ % % 

aTFTTcit # 3Tc^Tf^ RRI^ ^ t I ^ ^ 3?Rrm ^ ^iTToTT 3fhf 3T=^ ^ 

^ ^ t, ^ ^ ffe if t I ^ vJIIRt ^ ^ 17^ vjd4l4ch1 c^ WFifR 

fl# ^ 3imN ^ ci>t ^ ^ t I c^ ^ ^ ^ 

3RI v3cHiqcr»\ tuf^ 3?W ^ ^ ^ 3TcTcT: 

^Jcqi^ ^ t^, ^ ^ 7]TT c^ 3yf|^ 

'^®‘‘S ^ ^ ^TviTR 1%^ ^ ift f^^el ^ ^ IcRT ^ ^l^cH 3#7 3TTen? ^ ^ ^cRT ^ 

cTWT 50 % I 


(^) ^ ^nfer 3iramf ci^^ ^mier 

46. ^ ^ qrf^ 3TRn^ ^ cf)RUT ^ tpf x^% ^ ^ 

^ TIT 1%sr?r, ^ ^fW ^ ft, ^ ^ f 

^ ^ t I ^ ^ 3?^TtvjH]^ ^•\3#rT ^ 1TT% OtW cfPRT, ^iTTfe 

3ft^ Rcid RwH 3Trf$r (t^ 3tt^ cTsn aiRtyffd anf Tfl*) ^ Ti^ 

^ ^ cf§t ^ ^ ^ Tf^ 11 

(5r) ^Hd d>c^^ Tjg cpiT 4>l^d ^ fisft c^ 

47. vjfe ^ TFTJT 3T^ ^ ^ ^ Sllilldl ^ ‘Htfe 3fhJT?T T^g^ c|ft 

IcT^ 3?crRt C^ v5£4Vl Cf^ ‘HlRd 3iW?T Rr^ f^sf>t 5nf^ ^ Cj^^ ^Hd 

^ RtSlk^r %^IT W t I ^ ^RTtuHM, TT^ ^?lt ^ 3{RTT?f c^ # ^ # 

3TTf ^ x^ afrcfj^ ^ ^Itrt ^ 1 5<^wd i^^tr ^ftr ^ ^Hl^^jccb 

31FTlff c^ ^rf^ ^ WXJ t I 
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481 ^ r^ci'c^ ^ \J€fR ^ ^ ^ 

^ cfSTT c|o41ii!H 3fk ^^raPT ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 

491 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TR]^ ^ ^TTI^ sflTO 

^ cfW ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^rl^r#^ fMt 3l^ 

c^ fc^ vicMic^’l ciMId ^ ^ ^ I 




xn 

^3tr Tpr 

20Q2-03 

2003-04 

05 

2005-06 






vJTTfT 3i4f^T 


■?nxpT/-jf|-.^ 

********* 

********* 

******** 

* 

********* 

cJtIhcI 


********* 

********* 

******** 

* 

********* 


■^ixrxT/4T.^ 

72314 

77219 

95053 

94079 

^ (3T^ ^ ^ 

^t) 


80888 

80281 

98490 

94103 



72249 

77660 

97519 

94078 

^ ct7C?l^fl (Sjl^^s) 





^ ^***** 

^ cnc?l(|ft (s<l4^^) 

% 




(-)5to 15% 

crTl+Hci 





**** 

Chl^d 4'e Ra51 (^l4x^'^) 





**** 

c^m XR 1%g>t (4i4el’'^ 

% 




5 to 15% 


50, ^ cfR^ 11^ ^ ^ 3mrRfi ^ ^rfcf ^ ^ 

3?Tf^ ^ 3Tto> SIT f^RT^ mRu| 1^ :5ttu|lc^cp cr>)^c1 <4>clcfl ^ ^ s5t | ^7^ 

^nt ^ 3TT^n^ ^ ^ ^ w ^ armr^ f^RT^ t i 

'W cf?t^ TK ^ ’ET^ cTIW^ ^ cf^rrRT w^ ^ OTcTEJe^Pf ^ ^ST 
^ t cHltf^ -q^ sTTW^ ^ 3Tc^Tf^ cfTt^RT W^ ^T 3Tcnj^ ^ t^Tf^ ^ 3Trmcf cFtWT 
^ c4tU||(^cF> ctW ^ 'FRJnft sft I 


(|i) mf^d 3ii<4id1 cftl^d ^ STcpJc^R ^T^sSt 5nTT«T 

sji. tnf^ 3TT^ ^ ^ ;rTO ^ ^ ^ ^ cfro, 

f^r^ ftm^ 3l^ ^ ^ 4 qft t I 3fe% t 

^ vdcMKq cTFTd ^ STTETR ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Rqfto t I 

t f^ enq?T 4 ft^ ^ ^ ^ ^jfhf^cb Moi^ ^ ^ Wnft t, ^ cj^lTTd ^T 

^ ft t I ^ ^ ^ 3TTqTq 3fe% 2004-05 sfR 2005-06 c^ 8 
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^ TlTOy : SraffTO 

f^. ^ f I ^ ^ xnfecf 3TFn^ ^ 3TP7KT 3lk 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Cf5t Tif t 1^^ ^, 

3T^ ^ Nj^ ^ 1^ ^ areerf^ Pi'^icie anf t ftjRr^r 

3Rnjc^ m f^r^ t l ^ ^ ■^trer f stmr ^ ^ 

^ ^r Ri'iicie 3Tif t ^ ^ mfer smtct ^ @ I sm: ^ 5 r^ 

^ t vjitRT ^n7% ft# # WT? ^ f#? ## ^ wt # 

^TEzr fsn 11 *' 

0.4 3RT #xr 

\ 

52. 3?^ 3nfef5 ftr# v3#7T # §rft cfJT ft^ x3WT STT, cf^ 

fcr#W PlHI^'HK ^ #:- 

(i) ^aRqregmr 

53. ;g5t vJd^KH # ^3^T# vdd^ldcfdl c^ STJ^ # 

t 3ft7 ^ ^ TjzfT t ft? WTT^ A ^ ^ Wm A3cMI<ct?dl ^ ^ 1^ t uRrft? 

^mm ^ # 5eHT ^r ^Tvshtr g>T ^ ^ttth w ^ t i 


l^wr 

?cf>Tf 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 









50.04 

59.56 

62.91 

54.50 



100 

119.04 

126.73 

108.93 



192 

218 

235 

209 



(ii) c^m ^ ir^ ^ ^ ^fmrft^ 




2002-03 


2004-05 

2005-06 

(vfft sraft) 

CiMId 


****** 

****** 

****** 




100 

99.09 

107.11 

123.54 

1^13?I cHiMd 


****** 

****** 

****** 

****** 

JPfft 

'<j;41«i.S 

100 

105 

124 

117 

cIPT/^lft 


^w*****^ 

****** 

****** 

r**n 

JTft^ 


■lEH 

1652 

5000 

W^SKM 


cmj wt 


****** 

****** 

1^ 

m^Ri 


HEH 

1802 

5404 

msism 


I 
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—M 

m 


cfRi ■^«?r4 

^k1kik^Ht^ 

****** 

****** 

****** 



JTfl 

—- 


100 

100 

98 

101 





olio 

****** 

****** 

****** 

/******\ 



Hf) 

4 


100 

182 

334 

_(1) 



54. 


^ cTHT sfk ^ ^ ^l^di t 2004-05 

^HIN ^ ^ 31^ ^ ^ SfcIHcf) ft 3R^rf^ WT fRT ^ ft 

t I ^ WT ^ 3T^ ir v3^I4H clPm ^f ^ ft^ ^ t cRfr% 

3T^ ^ cf5k7^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t I 




(iii) TlvsnR xjcT ^?nf 


Ea 

^^iiiiiii^iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii 


2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

ES 

nR 





vj^N 3T9f& 




1383 

1315 

1347 

1383 

BS 

fr 


100 

95.08 

97.40 

100.00 

B 


'ms 

1808 

1915 

1977 

. 2162 

Ei 



100 

105.92 

109.35 

119.58 



on^ 

1.31 

1.46 

^ 1.47 

r 1.56 

tel 


^41 ^<€1 

100 

111.40 

112.27 

119.58 


;^fFjDf 3?^6qq>{«n ^cld ^ ^ ^ ^ 4 cjot 3Tclf^ f cf^ 


55. 
t I 

^ 20l 3?fcr?RT cf^t ^ 3Tffe ^ t 


(iv) 

i- - 

^ 3ITO ?mT ^WcIT 

■ 


^3fr ^ 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

(uftiT 

cPTT? 

M - ■'7^ w 

dl<9 ^44 


****** 

****** 

****** 


RlmcT 

****** 







100 

85 

89 

90 



cii^a w4 

^1******^ 

****** 

****** 

^******^ 




(100) 

1802 

5404 

(2477) 

snvjf 


dl>a ^h4 

****** 

****** 

****** 

-V / 

****** 

MfRr 



100 

93.14 

65.90 

1 61.51 


OTt ^ 

di^a w4 

****** 

****** 

****** 

/******v 

H^ItI 



100 

130 

197 

-11 

cH4|4 

^ TR 3mi - 


****** 

****** 

****** 

^*****j 

^ ^ + 4)l45end 

% 







>{34)6|<s 

100 

153.08 

222.75 

(11.73) 


I 
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^ TTTO : 


56. 3TT^ ^ W t ^ cmw^ Tf ^ 2004-05 ^ 

^HTR ^ ^ ^ f^Rra^ ant t ^ ^ cfto ^ ^ H 4)Rf^ch tr 

Tit t v5Rf^ ^ t I 


(v) 

57. ^ % tt afr ant ^ ^ ^ «nmT'^ amnr ^ 

# I 


(vi) ^ Tn^ 

58. t5 f^r^nf^ tn^ Tiif^ i 

(vii) ^ TWif^ cR^ ^ gnw 

59. • f§cisi«s Wq^Kl ^ cT^ t % aRi ^5R^ ^ ^ ai^ 

nfcRnqt ait^ aft ant ^ ^tr^ ^ ^ ^ nrn ^ 

SRT f^RRa aft? fe>t ^ Ti^ ^14^ ^aff w t I ? nRchi^ % 

aTRn^ ^ fcR" ^Kcirl ^ «1|VJ1K ^ ^ n^iRd ^ f, ^ 

^ c7FT?r ^ 4 wRq^a OTtn aft? nfcRn^ ?eiFTnt cift cfflr^fr "^f 37 j%^qgt 
^ ^j-cj ^ t I ?5ftfcT^ nn^?? as? ^ xjzf ^ ^tldf ?8iPimH. t aft? ^?fci> 
^^fi*iy<}w, ^ aftdlRcr) ^ ^ ar^n^ # afR ^wr ^ tRT t 

wnnpn ^ ^fWcr ^ ?^ xn §t t • ^ afr ant ^ 

■^1^ ^ ^ cFmn 8 xRn?m ^ cfn^ an4t t ( nF tt ^ f ?fcr^ 

^aft c^ n^mpt m ^ npi ^ 64 n1%?RT fl^nr t aft? 

aRn 'a<^iqcr>'i ?nTB ^Ttnn ^ ^ftn? t I ^ enn ^ 

^ ^ <mi41 t|^ t % ^ ^ tt an^ anr^ xOTT^ ^ ai^Rcb ^ 

^ ^ aft? afncT: vjcMiq^i t ^idiR? xjrRi arnf^ ^ ?t?? f^nn 

^tl am: ■^ni^FtnTtf^^#^^f^aft?f%I^M^nTf^3n^ 
^ hi-5(i ■^g' g^tnot 'nftn ar^ gn^ ^ ?Rzr \aiitn ci?t g^tn^ n^nf^ #tcft 


(viii) 


RcjyJUl 

?gnt 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 






^ araf^ 

3jq|tl q?) ;ijcl 4 ^lcl>{J^rqqi 


4625 

1553 

4380 

5091 

5t|f% 

^41q,g 

100 

34 

95 

110 

^ ^ 4 

% 

6.68 

1.98 • 

5.17 

6.75 


5r^ttr 


.100 

30 

^ 77 

101 
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(ill) 

65. % cf^ tor t ^'dtn ^ ^ 5 ^ xr^ 

# I ^ if g$T ^ ^ ^gcg> 

i^lfeflPicr51 ^ 3nt VltilPlcfl ^ jnffTf ^ I ^ ^ ^ t ^t<^<!f)1 if ^ ^ 

^ 5frd1Pic»>) 3ft7 ^ ^ ^Rqig^ ^ ^ sn^ vfta>f> i chn ^ 

5raW cr>^cJ t I ^*lir>l MxIMH cIFM (ci^N ^ 3lcR ^ t I 

3icr: 5frgftPra>t^ 3RR ^ ^ w^iRd ^7^ ■gr^ g#[ 11 


66. 'Sifrg in^ ft^rni#T ^3?gtg ^ ftg^^ if sngR g^ ^ 31^^ 1 


ftgRi 

. 

- - J 

2002-03 

2003-04 

1 

m 

2005.06 

grar 





WKrAii§^.:,i:m 

felfd fefl 

ift.gg - 

,4620 

15282 

16407 

6419 

Hfm 


100 

331 

355 

139 


67. flcra^ ggigg^ ^ g? gig ggif 11^ gi[xi<t7|c*7tiM gig ftgtg ^ gTtggt g? 

gggTl gif^ g|^ ^ ggj^ft t 1 cl%g gSt grgi gggTt 
logfcigrg^gTg t3<t7g5t?m3|g7^g^?iiggf tf^5r^ 
gifcl if 3 ^wKi<t> stgigig ftni ^ I gegft vjtiVi gTt gifcl gg aiicbdH ^g^ ggc^ 
l^^sggg ^ anm? ggr t aflg ftgtg f^nmgg g^t ^ ^ gifer 

aggicfr ^ gggg g# t 1 

(iv) 

68. m ggggg sfk ggngg ^ feigi^ ^ gfej gefig gJf >igngg7di ^ 3i?g^ 

^ I vj<siqcr7di ^ gjRg? g^ t gfr Bsflg gft ^rf^ ^ 
f^n^tgR ^ I gmig if ^ ggggg^ if ^eir ^ gi^ am^ ggi^ if 

8Tg^ gi^ gir gjg gR% gji srgm ftTzg t | 

i5.6 9il% ipt ^yuucgeb gfifer gg gnm aii^cR 

69. 5 «q 7 c-i ^ gig ^ aig^ if f^lgfgg) ^ f^l^gg f^Tgr # 100000 ^ 

gN^lq <^i\JiK gg 5 ^ 6 ci^ ^iqcpj gRi 5TO l^gi ^ ^ t alk ^g^ #g aigm^ 
3ifcRqgf gRcftg ggTtt^ ggggg ^ 3 ^ g^ ^^gig c^ 1^ t 1 110000 
^.gg ^ gRiR if 10,000 ^.gg gg angig ggfi^ ^ gitci gg gg^g ^ t i ^ 

# xjg if ^ aftg ftgRi#T wng gg jmig ^ t, Rgidg? % g^ fen 
t fe gggft f^fegr aicRf^fg gTfeff afk gmR f^ifeff c^ aggR gTf g^ # ufi g 

^gg g5f g^ ^^ai^g^gg^Eiggftf I ^ ^ if nif^cbi^ ^ gR^ f fe v 

gi^ if gfg fulfil affg aifetg ^igcn if g^fgg ^ ^rm angicff gTf 
fe^ g^ grai gg ^^f|g gg ggig g%gi ^fi gig^ if gvifgi ggr % i 


4081 GI/2007-^ 
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). ^ ^ ^ ^ viTR TTm xicrar t A 

^ «mcTT, vJcHiq^, 3t^ ^ f3TT t, 

1^5r^ cr>41 3fl? ciMia ^ c^ <^Kui 3 ^ 311 ^ c^ 

^ sfk ^ 5 ^ ^ 7p5t t I ^ 57 ^ ?tcn 11% cj^ 

2RSt ^ ^ tnfer 3mmfr ciW iTRicfr ^ M ^ ^ 

^ gjRur gf T57R uim ^ 7T^ f I 

6 «fir wm Tjg effcT 

. ^ '3iffT ^ ciMid ^7^ artWr ^ stpt ^ ^ 

^3lt wloxljct <Ah^ ^ *iiRj1"1 '(i6|c^ ^ STPIRfi ^ 

^ ^ “nt t ^ f^Hli'dK 4Rcbf^^ t: 


Wfilf Rllfvi*i 


«nt 

3RT 

^ 3TTt TJtp 

^)^/fe|n7T. 

****** 

****** 


^/f^. 

95611 

82532 

^ 3n^ lit 

'WM^/f<I»«l. 

****** 

****** 

4in5i«i 


****** 

****** 

!Hf% ^ifuH % 

% 

i 0-10% 

15-25% 


vT. TTftgfifcT ^rftf^ifM m wpft ^<R)q 3ik ^ tin^ ^ ^jhzjcit ^ 

xf ,) 

7:^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 375^ 1.2 ^ ^ TOHTPT t 

j 

^ ^ 5n©cpi^ fl^ Ti§T^ ^ 37^?i TI7 TPftm cfft vjf?s^ cpt ^ 

'ilcpKH^cj) ^grRT 3R^d ^ ^ ^ uT^ 3TTOTO # 3TT^ 3TR ^ aRJcR 
t^^zRUcR^ 4iC’ixlti) cTm^ ^ 17^ gf^vRPTW WTTcife ftcT ^ ^ 

^ ^ vJlWd ^ ^T^teiT I fBdfi|«s ^ TOT ITTf^lRiii ^ IT? uim cf^ c^ 

te"*? 375^ c^i^ ^ 37fecf>R ^tTTT |% ^ ^ Rn^^'41 cf^ c^ f^ cf^ 

^HT 377^?^ t, ^ ^ ^ech ^ vsrmr t ^ §Tf% ^ ^ ^m\ 5^: cfft 

I ^^?B7T47 ^ 37^4d ^T^t^TT d> ‘qR^TR^^R^ 571^^ 'JTF RftTRR 

f % ^ 37Pt ufW ^ t eft ^ cR^ W{M m felT ^3mRT | 

j 

7o, *ireT ^ Hicixitfl (n<(*iiqcfl ^ f^q*i 23 jnf?l*l^ c^ 7Pni-^fT*T3J W '5^ 
a^ cnTj; ^ ^ viRii^ g5t ^ % aM 

t JiHirgl^r ^^fteir ^ ir ^rnmr ^ q^^ait gft ^ ^ a^tax ^ ^ ^ % 

Prik^ 'xpftar ^ in^ if ^ t i xranft, jufiraxi^ m fcRR t f% ^ f?t;# wet if 
Itf ^RRiqfciq'i ^ wxft WOT aik giro fkt? v5lk Efft fklfcT if WTWai ^kEJt 
>xff!^ ^ yrirr Xft ?nft^ ^ I TJ^ PisrtOT ^ ^ fkxj OTT 'XfMScI qRRfejf? | E)i 
TOI# WOT ^ ^ OTT Ttf^ ^ arw fkxf viTRf f eft xRci xrat^ apt stfet ^ 

JTsrar ^'ti'pl ^HxigRt sVil, aii^qcti Rraterax ^ Rftxfi efft jttst c[ft 5r|Rr afk ^rotR 








n 


{MPT 1] w ^ xiom 1 arowRof __ 

3ll? cfNf^ ^ ^ PpJijci ^ afk ^ cTI^ 

wrrf^ 51^ ^ ^ 7^ 

74. 5^ ^ ^r 3J5ir W?# ^ f3»^ f: 

• 3iT>i tft? tj? <n4<i ;Jf 3^(7 ^ %5 

it ara 1ft inw gn tne^ 557 % 11 iraft ^ jn^ qft ii airiiflpp 

3nft5^ ^ f5)7lftl 5ft«ra ft 3n5qTf?R5 f% H5Sra 5lif If t 

gRT BPm ^ 3Tg^f|qu| ^ 

^ic-i'Jtl) ^c<i> giro fcRT 'MWi t ^ ^ 5!l% g^T; ^rtt grg^ 3j^ srfltg? 

• 1% ^ ^ ar^pfft ^ tohM m\^ ^ iiig* t 

gj;^ ^ ^ ^ wm ^ P i^ Me srrf t f^PB^ 

^r yrfec^T ^ ^ WTgtus^r ^ <ra% gft ^nrra^ 

• aitpft ftsnl ^Hcl ^ ^ ^ WT ^ ^ # 

^TcfH^ 3TcRf^^ ^IHK ^Tlcf ^ ^* 10 ! ^ ^cl^ ^ ^yu| xJc’TTg^ oTRcT ^ 

^ t; 

• ^ ^ ^ ^ »gn^ ^ STT^ cf^ ttht arc^ 

<;i*iai^ # 3f|^ ^ ^ ^ gRT 5WcJT3ff % 3?RTtlt^ gj^T t I 

/sm: ^ TO ^ 3?Rifir^ ^miTO t % ^ ^ 4 afh? 

^ Njgfrrr ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

75. ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tr^ Prafdch ^ TOdT TJg ;3diM d«IT fTO^t ^ 

3lk TOT 3RI M ^ 7p^ Pl^ 

n WcT^t 

1 ?^ TO W fisr?) ^ ^ ^R<J!e^, ^ 5 ^ TO ^ cTTHW ^ 37gt% 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TSfR 4 51^ ^ ;p^ f ^ uRctPid 

^TOrfM ^ ^F8JT^ Ij^j; ^ ^BTOTT 

^ vTO ^ ^ ^ I 


76. ^ 7m ft Jnf?ra5lft ftE 5Rft ft fft5 ^ fftTfe 3nft555 f%^ 5ft 5555 fftfeftf 
^ cTTm 70 5f?RRT ft 3^7 15175 5ft ?755J fft5ftT fTt^ ^ fftjfeft 551 cTWI 6 

5ffft7FT ft I 15175 5ft ^ fft^M 5ft I5IW ft fftTS^ 5ft5 55! ft cPm 30 iricRRT 5ft 

ffe if ft 555!% ?755ft tlft^ fftf%5f ft ^mm 9 55^5715 5ft 55ft! 35lft! ft I 355: 555ft! 
ailf<S'S ft Tft^ qPt ft ^ 35^ 55t'5 3!fitft5 5)1555 ft 3fl7 555ft! 55vi[R 57 

5|5 35fft55 fftft7 ft I 1557<ft5 5tv3!R !ft5!7555 ft| 355555 55v55R SRT §355 ft I 

77. 355^555 g RT 355 ft t)^ 555^57 1557fti5 5I57T7 3i!7 35175 ftiTtft ft?) ft fftTik 55v35ft ft 
ftft 55 ^5Tt5 ft q ft*<a ^ ft ftft5 Iftcl5t ft fft ft! 3ft 355f ft ftTtft 15575 ft! fftftft ftg 
5>!'5ftft^ 3575 5r555ft ft! TftiRft ft! ^3555 ft 5^ J5fft7t5 ft 7f! ft 555fft ^ 3517!5ft 
57 5T55ftft! ^c55 555 755 ft I 5aR 755^ 57|3ft ft 5|5 ft STRlfft* 55ti5c5 ftft ft 

^ ft! ^ OTf ft ftTPt 15175 ft 5^ fftft! ftftft ft gjftftt 5ftf if ft! ft^ 
■5555 571555! 5|5 35fft55 ft! I 
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^ ^ vjfTcn t % ^ ^ 

t I ^ cf^ ^ ft «?f!r ^ ^ ^ cf5T 

5?^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fuH tR ^ ^ ?TmIR if 

\ t ^ ^cfjdch t I ^ ^ f^rw t %'m^ 

Crater ci5t^ ^r ^ ^"Wr ^ wtri ^ ?r^ ^ ^ t 

^Wr ^ fMT mRci<5h ^ ^ cm Mct ^ ^ t i 


^ ^ vsnciT t % ^ 3T^ ^ ^Rft ^ ^ ff 8ft 

ift ^ f^Wr ^ 5 !T %5 3 IT^W^ ?nft^ t, ^ f^^idcbl KRT ^ ^ 

Tft 1%?fft ^ f^r^ t ofR^rn^ ^ R^idch ^ Rn^fc cfft tw^ ^ 

#?R M ^ ^ f^nrfcT ^ ^RT^IT ^ Wift 3!f^ 13fR ^ ^'m^ 

^Wr cfsn iTQTR ^ gWt ^ ^ t i sicT: Rrafw ^ f^cft^ 

T f^efef t I 8ITt^ ^ 3ITft^ PmW ^ PfzM cjft ^(1^ sfR ^ ^ 
^ i^RcT ^ ^ ^r RRT^ ^ ^PRT t f^ ^ vTOT 

ft ^»TRcr ^ ft fRKMd 3TT t 3fR fftfttT ^TT^ ^ f I 

rmr, ft Ift^ |f TTR ^ qR^ ft qftqftt ft ^ qroiT ft ^ ft 

ftr qft sdft ?tqT wft ■^^qr sft? B^^rft 3lR i qiRjcmft ^ ftt ^c ^Rft ^ 

cp cil'Wte- ft qft f^ftft ft ^8IR ^ ?T8zr ^ 

[Rr fftsn^ ft qft| ^eiR qff fsn t tftj ^rftq? ftftft ft qr^ oifti ftt ^ t aft? ^ 
fR ft WTT^ qft qPT ft^t t I 


80. 3m: qiRmqft ^ Rr^ t fft> ft qRdfftd qRf^rfftqr fftnft 3T18 ir q^ aqftq^ 

fftqpq? ft ^an ^ qrq qft t, ^8TTftt 3?^ qft q# t 3fR qfft qftqn qmq qrRiq ^ 
3 ti 8 |r iR qft ■ernmr qr qnqr t ftt qmq aftq aftft c^ ^ ^ qr Bqqft 
^q^rffft ^ qft qq^ ftmqqr t i 




81. j tftq^qq? ^ 3T^ftq qft qf qfttaTT qft ^^^STTcT 3tk qfttaTT q^ft c^ qrq 3jk 

ftqqjrqft ft qq^f^Rad Iftlft^ 5 ft qft ^ q^ft C^ qrq- qrfftqqft qq q^ fftqR t fft>: 

j 

(q^) i sqftqq? fftqfqq^ afk sq^ft^ C^ 3pq fftq^qcq gRi qRfttq qRTR ft qifftq qftqftt q? 
3jR prqiRd ^^qqq ^ ft srlftci? ^ qmq qif^Sid q? q^gsft qft fftqft cfRm v^ft t; 
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(^) ^5rtW ^q(^ ^ 3fi^q€p Plqlaq^ ^ W?5t f^l^Mci ^ g^ 

t ^^^ Prywci ^ ^ t; 

(^) vrefl^ ^ gr^fich ^ #rr ^ 13lk ^ d?r 3?^ ^ jmr^ 

^ ^ T7i1^ 3n^ ^ 3flsr ^ ^>T^ gt t; 

(^) 3^7 ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3ft^ ^ 

TErem m ^n?TT t ^ 5^p#r.M ^ ^ g5t hh - hicihi 11 

82. NiM^cW ^ H^Hvaiy jnf^m>T^ 3n^^ P|Z|id4> 3jk ^ ^ 

cTPl ^ ^ f^MVlR^ill ^ ^ f I 

(ST) 3lrtWt3riib?IT 

83. ^ 3rmR Tj^ ^ ^ 3nM ^ ^ 3?RrRRR ^ 

^ ^ 3?g^ ^Hl!gcd>, ^T<jgcd> 3iR ^ 3rM^T ^gjtR|ch>{Ui ^ 

^ '5TKpft I ‘ 


^ 3rfeRRR c^ TOWPft 3fR w ^ v5n^ 

^ 315^7 w 5^ zrsjT giinit ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 35t drifter gj? ?ra!^ 

^ ^ » 31^ iTf gRT ^ ^ ^ ,3n^ ^ ^ 

’T«w'( gRT n<4l'>iii4 fttiJRci wr-^iftTg ^ 3jg^ gPR ^TiSf g5t viinfift i 


31R Tftq t HH , fgff^ 3n fiW>Kl 
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been lapsed since the imposition of existing duty and the dumping margin 
determined in the sunset review at 12.39% had undergone significant changes due 
to change in market conditions, cost and prices of subject goods. Since the 
applicant filed positive evidence,.^ prime facie establishing the need for a review of 
the dumping margin and rate of duty for the said exporter, the Authority Imitated a 
mid-term review of the measure in force in so far as it concerned the above exporter 
and other exporters in Thailand (hereinafter referred to as the subject country), vide 
notification dated 3^ July 2006, under Section 9A (5) of the Act and Rule 23 of the 
Antidumping Rules, to determine whether the continued imposition of the duty is 
required in respect of the subject country, to offset dumping, and whether injury 
would be likely to continue Or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. This 
Investigation, however, did not cover other countries against which the measure 
was continued vide the suns^et review findings dated 06.08.2002. 

B. PROCEDURE 

3. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to this 
Investigatiori: 

i) After initiation of the review investigation, in accordance with ^uie 6(4), the . 
Authority notified the domestic industry, all known exporters/producers In the 
subject country and known importers in India, calling for questionnaire 
responses and necessary information; 

ii) In accordance with Rule 6(2), the Embassy of the subject country in New Delhi 
was Informed about the initiation of the investigation with a request to advise 
the exporters/producers in the subject country to respond to the questionnaire 
within the prescribed time. 

ill) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 1** April 2005 to 31®* 
March 2006 (12 months). However, injury examination was conducted for a 
period covering 2002-2003, 2003-2004, 2004-2005 and April 2005-March 
2006 (POI). 

iv) Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and 
Statistics (DGCl&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past 
three years, and the period of investigations; 

v) The following domestic producers of the subject goods have provided their 
cost arid Injury information for injury investigation. 

a. M/s Indian Acrylic Ltd; 

b. M/s Pashupatl Acrylon; 

c. M/s Vardhaman Acrylic 

vi) Following other interested parties filed their responses to the initiation 
notification: 


a) Indian Spinners Association; 

b) Ludhiana Spinners Association; 
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he Authority has considered all views expressed and submissions made by 
arious interested parties to the extent they are relevant for the present 
nvestigation. 

The Authority made available non>confidential version of the evidence 
^resented by various interested parties in the form of a public file kept open 
or inspection by the interested parties; 

The Authority verified the information furnished by the domestic industry to the 
sxtent possible to examine the injury suffered and to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of 
3enerally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information 
umished by the applicants so as to ascertain if Anti-Dumping duty lower than 
he dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury to Domestic Industry; 

The Au^ority also verified the data of the cooperating exporter and applicant 
or the subject review, to determine the normal value and dumping margin as 
per the Rules. 

The Authority held a public hearing on 27^ September 2006 to hear the 
nterested parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the 
domestic industry, exporters of '^he subject goods from the subject countries. 
The parties attending the public hearing were requested to file written 
submissions of views expressed orally. The written submissions received from 
nterested parties have been considered and incorporated in the disclosure to 
he extent they are relevant and substantiated with evidence; 

Confidentiality claims of various interested parties in respect of the data 
submitted by them have been examined. The information, which is by nature 
ponfidential or which has been provided on a confidential basis by the 
nterested parties, along with non-confidential summary thereof, has been 
reated confidential *** in this finding represents information furnished by the 
domestic industry on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority 
jnder the Rules. 

The essential facts of the case were disclosed to all interested parties in the 
brm and confidential and general disclosures on 17^^ September 2007. 
Comments of the Interested parties on the disclosure statement have been 
ponsidered by the Authority, to the extent they are relevant and supported by 
evidence. 

=*RODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND ‘LIKE ARTICLE’ 


4. The initiation notification notified that the product involved in the original 
investigation and this current review is Acrylic Fibre. Acrylic Fibre is a long chain of 
synthei ic polymer composed of at least 85% by weight of Acrylonitrile, which is the 
major raw material for production of acrylic fibre. It is broadly described in terms of 
colour, length and denier of the fibre. It is used for the purpose of thanufacturing 
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apparels, household itenis and it has a great industrial use. It is classified under 
Chapter 55 of the Customs Tariff Act. 1975. Acrylic fibre is classified under ^ 
heading 550330 of schedule-! of Custom Tariff Act and 56033000 as per Indian 
' Trade Classification. No comment has been made by any interested party in respe^ 
of the product under considerertion. Therefore, the product under consideration is 
hereby confirmed. 

5. The Authority notes that Acrylic fibre falling under customs heading 5503.30 
and Acrylic tow falling under custorns heading 5501.30 have been treated as like 
articles in certain previous investigations concerning this product. However, this 
review investigation does not cover tow as a product under consideration since the 
original investigation did not cover this product. Therefore, only for the purpose of 
injury investigation acrylic tow has been treated as a like product. The products 
imported from the subject country and produced by the domestic industry are like 
articles in view of their physical and chemical characteristics, production process 
and technical and commercial substitutability, Therefore, the imported products and 
domestic products have been treated as like articles. The above classifications are, 
however, indicative only and are in no way binding on the scope of the present 
investigation. 

D. Domestic Industry 

6. In response to the initiation of the review investigation on the request of one 
exporter from Thailand, the Forum for Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers (FAFM) filed its 
response on behalf of the domestic producers of the su^ect goods in India. 
However, the exporter has submitted that FAFM has furnished information relating 
to only two domestic producers of the product concerned though there are many 
other producers in India. It was also argued that since the submission made by 
FAFM covers only two of the domestic producers, the domestic Industry has not 
come forward to file the requisite information and appropriate adverse infererice 
should be drawn on them by treating them as non-cooperative and the existing 
duties should be withdrawn. 

7. The Authority notes that initially, acting on behalf of the domestic industry, 
the Forum for Acrylic Fibre Manufacturers filed the response In respect of two 
domestic producers namely, M/s Indian Acrylics and M/s Vardhaman Acrylon. 
Subsequently they have filed the data in respect of another domestic producer i.e. 
M/s Pashupati Acrylon. The Authority also notes that the other major producers of 
the subject goods I.e., M/s Consolidated Fibre and Chemicals and IPCL have 
suspended their production some time back (after the POI). The three respondirig 
producers command more than 50% of total production of the suli^ct goods In India 
during the POI and therefore, are required to be treated as the domestic industry for 
the purpose of injury examination in the present case. 

E. Other issues raised by Interested Parties 

E.1 Views of the applicant for the review i.e., M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre 
Company Ltd. 
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8. The application for the review has been filed by M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre 
Company Ltd. The applicant, in its application seeking review and subsequent 
sub missions, has made the following submissions: 

• That market conditions have changed substantially requiring a review of the 
antiduhriping measures; 

• That under the first proviso to Section 9A(5) of the Act, in a sunset review, 
the authority is required to examine whether cessation of existing duty is 
likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. On the 
contrary, in a mid term review, the Authority is required to examine dumping 
and injury and re-determine the duty based on the results of the review. In 
terms of Rule 23, the Designated Authority is required to review the need for 
continued imposition of duty. If the authority is satisfied that there is no need 
for continued imposition, he shall recommend withdrawal of duties. However, 
if the Authority Is not satisfied about the withdrawal but comes to a 
conclusion that It shall be continued, he shall determine at what rate the 
duties shall continue. He is required to determine .whether the duties shall 
continue at the same rate or at a different rate. The rate may be lower or 

I higher. For instance, in a mid term review, if the dumping margin determined 
by the authority is higher than what was determined in the original 
I investigation, it would be unfair to continue the duty at the old level. 

I Similarly, if the dumping margin has come down as compared to the original 
j investigation, there is a case for reduction of the duty. 
j That the current investigation would reveal that either the domestic industry 
I does not suffer any injury or the injury suffered Is not on account of the 
j imports from the subject country. Therefore, there is no need for continued 
I imposition of the duty in the present case, 
j 

9. I In its post disclosure comments the applicant exporter has reiterated Its 
staijd that this being a mid term review, there is no legal basis for examination of 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury, which is required only in a sunset 
review. 

! 

E.2 Views of the domestic industry: 

10. The domestic industry, in its various submissions, has opposed the initiation 
of thje review and has inter alia submitted: 

I* that the duty shall expire on e"* October, 2007 if the five year period is 
j counted from the date of extension i.e 9"’ October, 2002. Therefore, the 
j sunset review was due in October, 2006. Therefore, the present application 
I for MTR should be terminated and SSR investigation should be taken up by 
j the Authority; 

^ that In previous four findings, the Authority has found significant dumping 
I margin, on the basis of data/information filed by M/s. Thai Acrylic Fibre, 

I though this exporter kept claiming de minimus dumping margins and the fact 
j and circumstances in the current investigation period were such that the 
I dumping margin could have at best substantially increased and not 
j decreased as has been claimed by the exporters. 
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• thst the exporter hds not filed sny infomridtion dbout likeKhood of dumpinQ. 
Thai Acrylic Fibre took a clear position at the time of oral hearing that the 
Designated Authority was not required to determine likelihood of dumping in 
a mid term review. The claim of Thai Acrylic Fibre Is untenable, having 
regard to the Indian Rules and WTO Agreement Article 11.2. 

• that the expression “whether the continued imposition of the duty is 
necessary to offset dumping" is synonym with “whether there is no 
justification for the continued imposition of such duty." It has been argued 
that the anti dumping duty can be withdrawn only Ifthere is no justification 
for the continued imposition of the anti dumping duty. IrT^ther words, ttie 
anti dumping duty cannot be withdrawn merely because the dumping margin 
in period of investigation of review investigation has declined. Having 
established low dumping margin in the period investigation, exporter Is 
thereafter required to establish that there is no justification for continued 
imposition of anti dumping duty by establishing that the dumping Is unlikely 
to recur in the event of withdrawal of anti dumping duty. 

• that Acrylonitrile is a major input for production of the subject goods. The 
increase in the oil prices was a global phenomenon which led to increase in 
the many petroleum based derivatives. Prices of Acrylonitrile increased very 
significantly during the present injury period. 

• that in other jurisdictions like the EC and the US pricing behaviour of the 
exporter is examined, in detail, on invoice by invoice basis, in order to 
examine whether the exporter was likely to dump the goods in the importing 
market in the event of revocation of anti dumping duties. 

11. In its post disclosure submissions the domestic industry has reiterated its 
stand that that exporter h^as not provided adequate information on third country 
export price for deterinining dumping margin in -respect of third countries for 
likelihood examination. The domestic Industry ahs further argued that durriping and 
consequent injury will Intensify with reduction or withdrawal of anti dumping duties. 

E.3 Views of the other interested parties: 

12. M/s Indian Spinners Association and Ludhiana Spinners Association in their 
brief submissions have inter alia supported the contentions of the exporter*M/s Thai 
Acrylic for review of the antidumping duty in force and have argued that the there is 
no dumping from the applicant exporter and injury, if any, suffered by the domestic 
industry is not on account of dumping from the su^ect country. 

13. In their post disclosure submissions the interested parties, including the 
domestic industry and applicant exporter, and the associations above have raised 
certain issues which have been exarhined and incorporated in the findings at 
relevant places, to the extent the issues raised are valid and duly substantiated. 

E.4 Examination by the Authority 

14. The Authority has carefully examined various submissions made by the 
interested parties In connection with the initiation of this review investigation. 
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15 Section 9A (5) read with Rule 23 of the Anti Dumping Rules provides that the 
Designated Authority shall, from time to time, review the need for continued 
imposition of anti dumping duty and if it is satisfied on the basis of information 
received by it that there is no justification for the continued imposition of such duty, 
shall recommend the Central Govt, for its withdrawal. 

16. Article 11.2 of the Agreement provides that the authorities shall review the 
need for the continued imposition of the duty, where warranted, on their own 
initiative or, provided that a reasonable period of time has elapsed ^ince the 
imposition of the definitive anti dumping duty, upon request by any interested party, 
which submits positive information substantiating the need for a review. Interested 
par:ies shall have the right to request the authorities to examine whether the 
cor tinued Imposition of the duty is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury 
would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. If, 
as 3 result of the review under this paragraph, the authorities determine that the anti 
durtiping duty is no longer warranted, it shall be terminated immediately. 

17. The Authority notes that in their application for review, the applicant exporter 
from Thailand had requested for a review of its dumping margins only and no plea 
was made for any review of the injury aspect. However, the Authority extended the 
scope of the review to cover the Injury also, in so far as import from Thailand was 
concerned. Therefore, while reviewing the extent of dumping margin for the 
applicant exporter, the Authority is also required to examine whether continued 
im[)osition of duty is required in view of the changed circumstances. The Authority 
also notes that in other jurisdictions the practice evolved in this respect is to 
examine the lasting nature of the changed circunistances leading to decline in 
dumping margin or Injury, for continued Imposition of the duty. This, examination of 
lasting nature of changed circumstances would require examination of the likelihood 
as )ect of dumping and injury. Accordingly, the Authority has examined the current 
du Tiping and injury as well as lasting nature of changed circumstances to determine 

the need for continued Imposition of duty and quantum thereof. 

1 

] 

F. I DUMPING DETERMINATION 

F I Continuance of Dumping: Determination of Normal Values, Export 
Prices and Dumping Margins: M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd, Thailand 

la. Only one exporter/manufacturer from Thailand i.e. the applicant for the 
current review. M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd., has filed its domestic sales 
ar^ export sales, as well as cost of production data, as pet the questionnaire for 
dejtermlnation of revised dumping margins as per their request for review. The 
information submitted by the exporter was also verified by the Authority as per the 
prpcedure prescribed and the dumping margin has been determined as follows: 

a)| Normal Value: 

10 The applicant for the review filed a detailed questionnaire response with the 
details of domestic as well as exports sales of the subject goods manufactured and 
sold by them. For computation of Normal Value domestic sales of the subject goods. 
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in the ordinary course of trade, have been considered based on the verified data. 
Appropriate adjustments on account of discount, credit cost, guarantee commission 
and inland freight, as verified have been applied to arrive at the ex-works price of 
each transaction in the domestic market. 

20. In its post disclosure comments the domestic industry has raised certain 
issues regarding the treabnent of wastes in the cost of production, adjustments and 
ordinaiy course of trade test. The issue has been examined by the Authority. The 
Authority notes that the waste generated has been treated by product for the purpose 
of determination of cost of production of the product under conskteration as per 
standard costing practice. All adjustments towards direct selling expanses have been 
made at the transaction level before ordinary course of trade Wt. Therefore, 
concerns of the domestic industry in respect of the wastes and adjustments have 
been taken-care of and no change in the methodology of determination^ is mquired. 
The exporter has also pointed out a minor error in computation of the credii 
adjustment, which has been rectified. Accordingiy, the Normal Value at ex-factory 
level works out as follows: 


Computation of Normal Value 

QtvKg 

Value Baht 

Domestic Sales 

********* 

********* 

Gross sales Price/MT 


********* 

Adjustments 



Discount already adjusted 



Interest computed at 4.55% being avg 
rate for short term loan during 2005 


********* 

Guarantee Commission as per Books 
of accounts 


********* 

Inland Freight 


********* 

Total Adjustment 


********* 

Ex-factory Normal Value (A) 

Baht/MT 


********* 


b) Export Price: 


21. During the POI Thai Acrylic had exported *********mt Acrylic Fibre to India. 
The invoice-wise details of exports to India during the period of investigation were 
considered based on verified data. Adjustments as claimed by the exporter in 
Appendix-3 have been considered based on verified data and to arrive at the ex¬ 
factory export price to India. Details regarding their claim of adjustments were 
verified during the course of verification from the records maintained by the 
company. Accordingly, net ex-works export price works out as follows: 


Ex-port Price 

Qty in KG 

Baht 

GIF Price as per Appendix 2/MT 

********* 

********* 

Export Incentives 


********* 

Share of gain on foreign exchange (App 9) 


**ww****« 

Gross Export Price 


********* 

Less : Adjustments as per Appendix 2 



Ocean Freight 


********* 
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Ifkitititifkitli 

Inland f 

leight 


********* 

Port Ch 



********* 

insuran 

ce 


********* 


ljustments 


********* 

Ex-facI 

ory Export Price Baht/MT (B) 


********* 


F.2 All other exporters from Thailand 


a) 


22 . 
respond 
Thailand 
exporter 
Judgme 


Normal Value 


Hio 


b) Export Price 


23. 
transaC' 
exportef 
freight 


the 


net export price has been determined based on the lowest export 
ion value from Thailand based on the export data of the cooperating 
from Thailand, after allowing for adjustments towards transportation, ocean 
ciommission etc. Net export price works out to Baht *********per MT. 


24. 
the net 
margins 


25. 
be abo 

IF.4 
contini 


other exporter from Thailand made any submission before the Authority in 
e to this review investigation. Therefore, for ail other exporters from 
the Authority has adopted the normal value determined for the cooperating 
as the normal value for Thailand as a whole, In terms of Supreme Court 
nt in RIL matter. 


F.3 bumping Margin 


the 


normal value determined at the ex-factory level has been compared with 
export prices determined at the ex-factory level to determine the dumping 
as follows: 


Dump 

CaicuU 

ng Margin 
itions 

Normal Value 

Baht/ MT 

Export Price 

Baht/ MT 

Dumping 

Margin 

Dumping 
Margin % 

M/s Th^ 
Thailar 

li Acrylic, 
d 


********* 


2.53% 

All Oth 
from Tl 

BTs exporters 
lailand 

********* 

********* 

**★★***★* 

29.65% 


The current dumping margins from the subject country have been found to 
vb de minims. 


Lasting Nature of the changed circumstances and likelihood of 
uation or recurrence of dumping 


26. Ifji order to determine whether the changed circumstances of dumping is of 
lasting nature and whether the dumping would continue or recur in the future if the 
duties njmoved, the trend in volume of sales of the applicant exporter and its prices 
in the home market and third country export markets have been examined at the 
aggregate level. 
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27. It is noticed that the volume of exports of the applicant exporter to India has 
increased by almost 30% in the last three years whereas its domestic sales has 
declined by almost 9%. Exports of this exporter to other countries have increased 
by about 70%. Total exports constitute about 70% of total sales of the company and 
export to India is about ***% of total exports. Therefore, there is a significant surplus 
capacity of the company far beyond the domestic demand in Thailand and the 
company heavily depends on the export market and Indian market remains an 
important market for the exporter. 


Volume of sales of Thai Acrylic in Kg 

2004 

2005 

POI 

1. EXPORTS TO INDIA 

*«**«*«** 

********* 

********* 

Trend 

100.00 

134.38 

129.52 

2. DOMESTIC SALES \ 

********* 

********* 

********* 

Trend 

100.00 

94.26 

91.43 

3. EXPORTED TO OTHER 

********* 

********* 

********* 

COUNTRIES 

■ 



Trend 

100.00 

164.75 

171.45 

TOTAL 

********* 

********* 

********* 

Trend 

100.00 

130.98 

132.80 


28. The price data of the company shows that while the export price to India has 
increased by about 10% after imposition of duty, the domestic price has increased 
by only 7% and the export price to third countries has increased by only about 5%. 
The export price to third countries remains significantly lower than the export price 
to Indian market. The price trends indicate that the change in price to the Indian 
market is more due to the antidumping duty, rather than the general trend in prices 
of the company in other markets. 


Prices of M/s Acrylic in Baht/Kg 

2004 

2005 

POI 

1. EXPORTS TO INDIA 

********* 

*♦«**«*** 


Trend 

100.00 

109.03 

109.93 

2. DOMESTIC SALES 

********* 

********* 

********* 

Trend 

100.00 

106.25 

107.08 

3. EXPORTED TO OTHER 

COUNTRIES 

********* 

********* 

********* 

Trend 

■lESEEH 

104.73 

104.88 


29. The Authority also notes that Acrylic Fibre price is dependant upon the 
Acrylonitrile price which has increased significantly during this period and the rise in 
the price of main raw material might not have been fully reflected in the price 
structure of the exporter which shows a moderate increase. Therefore, the volume 
and price data shows that though the dumping margin in the current investigation 
period has come down, It may not be of a lasting nature and there is a significant 
possibility of recurrence of dumping by the applicant exporter from the subject 
country, if the duties are removed. 

30. The Authority notes the arguments of the Indian Spinners Association and 
Mill Owners Association that it is not correct to contend that the price of a product 
should proportionately increase with every increase in the price of input. It has 
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been [argued by these associations that what the Authority has stated is an ideal 
situation, which never exists in actual practice. Although the price of input may 
incresse, the producer will not be able to pass on the input cost increase by 
increa sing the price of the final output. After all price depends upon demand-supply 
quest on, impact of substitution effect and general economic conditions etc. It has 
been further argued that the major market of Thai Acrylic is not India, where export 
incres sed by 30%, but other countries where exports increased by 70%. Therefore, 
there is no reason to believe that changed circumstances would not be of lasting 
natur^. 

31. i In this connection the Authority notes that both, volume of exports to India 
and ether countries, as well as price trends, indicate that the price increase to India 
is an isolated phenomena which is not conforming to the general trend of price of 
the company In other markets. The prices of the exporter in its home market and In 
other export markets Indicate that its export prices in other markets are also at 
signlf cant dumped prices. The Authority also notes that export orientation of the 
company being quite prominent, it would be difficult to conclude that the change 
circumstances are of lasting nature and the price level to India would continue if the 
duties are revoked. Therefore, the Authority is of the view that the changed 
circumstances, in the form of decline in the level of dumping by the applicant 
expoiter, is not of lasting nature and there Is a significant possibility of recurrence of 
dumping by the applicant exporter from the subject country, if the duties are 
remoi/ed. 

G. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINKS DETERMINATION 
G.1 I Views of the interested parties 

I 

i 

G.1.^ Views of M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd, Thailand 

32. i The Authority notes that in its original application for review the applicant 
expoker from Thailand, M/s Thai Acrylic Fibre Company Ltd., did not make injury to 
the domestic industry as an issue for the review. However, subsequently, they have 
made the following arguments on the issue of injury to the domestic industry: 

I • That the domestic producers have indeed gained market share during the 
I period of investigation and inter se competition between the domestic 
I producers alone appears to be the cause of (a) fall in the market share of 
I imports from subject countries and from other countries;(b) a significantly 
j higher increase in market share achieved by some producers as 
I compared to the others. 

j • That even if the duties are withdrawn, the probability of increase in imports 
from subject country appears to be thin. 

• That the existing duties were imposed on 9^^ October, 2002. In the year 
2003-04, the domestic sales of the two participating producers increased 
by 13%. However, even with anti dumping duties in force, the domestic 
sales went down by 10% during 2004-05, and it decreased by another 1% 
during 2005-2006. 
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• That the Director’s Report of the domestic producers identifies the reasons 
for poor performance of the acrylic fibre business as the tax anomalies an^ 
high input prices adversely affecting the demand growth of Acrylic Yarn, 
inability of the spinning industry to utilize input stage excise duties in the 
case of production of yams from man>made fibres resulting in a setback to 
the demand of synthetic and blended yarns; and erosion margins of acrylic 
producers. 

• That price of acrylic yarn also remained depressed due to cotton yarn and 
polyester competition in India. It was also argued in the said report that a 
stand alone plant of acrylic fibre is likely to face huge losses due to under 
utilization of input credits on raw materials. 

• The said reports also mention that the global demand of acrylic fibre in the 
year 2005 slipped to 2.64 million MT from 2,72 million MT in 2004, a drop 
of nearly 3%, A part of this drop could be attributed to inter-fibre 
substitution due to lower prices of cotton globally leading to drop in 
polyester consumption and it& prices, which has in turn impacted acrylic 
fibre consumption and prices. Acrylic fibre producers’ world over faced 
twin problems of falling fibre prices and surging acrylonitrile prices. The 
average spread available to acrylic fibre producers was one of the^lowest 
in last more than five years. 

• That the Indian domestic producers export a significant quantity of their 
production to other countries. They have suffered significant losses in their 
export sales. While determining the injury for the domestic industry, the 
loss suffered on account of exports should be excluded and the losses, if 
any suffered on domestic sales alone should be taken. 

• Summarizing the above position the exporter has ineier alia argued that 
the injury suffered during 2005-2006 was due to factors other than 
dumping such as the following and dumped imports were not the cause of 
injury to the Indian domestic industry:- 

• Abolition of excise duty on cotton yarn without a similar treatment to 
man-made fibre; 

• Non availability of input credits on raw materials; 

• Demand supply mismatch due to increase in installed capacities; 

• Inter-fibre substitution; 

• Fail in apparent consumption of acrylic fibre in India; 

• Capacity enhancement by domestic fibre producers leading to lower 
capacity utilization that brought significant pressure on prices and 
margins. 

G. 1.2 Views of the Domestic Industry 

33. The domestic industry, in its submissions has inter alia argued 

• That the domestic industry has suffered injury from dumping of the product 
from a number of sources. A number of these sources are either attracting 
anti dumping duties or duties has been recently revoked. Thus, the Injury 
to the domestic industry in this midterm review investigation is required to 
be seen in the light of existing duties. 
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^ That the demand for acrylic fibre In India over past one decade has at best 
shown an iiicrease. However, while the acrylic fibre capacity in the world . 
! is far beyond the demand, producers such as Thai Acrylic Fibre have been 
expanding capacities without proportionate increase in their domestic 
demand, obviously considering export markets. Such capacity expansions 
are naturally at the peril of other producers. 

< That Thai Acrylic Fibre is also not as promising as is sought to be 
projected by the company before the Designated Authority as this 
company ended with a meager profit margin In 2005. 

< That the imports are still continuing at dumped prices and extent of 
i dumped imports has remained at significant levels in the present 
I investigations. The circumstances which were prevalent at the time of 

original investigations are very much In existence even till date. There has 
been no change in the circumstances which only reflects that the dumping 
I would recur at higher levels. 

4 That the capacity created by producer in Thailand is significantly higher 
I than demand in their local market. Huge volume of exports made by the 
petitioner to third country market makes It evident that the volume of 
I imports would increase significantly in the event of revocation of ADD. 

I Further It is the understanding of the domestic Industry that petitioner is 
I also expanding its capacity. 

4 That the exports of the exporter to third countries are at significantly 
I dumped prices. 

4 That It is evident that the domestic industry is facing continuous dumping 
j of subject goods from the subject country and other countries. However, 

I there is no reason or justification to believe that withdrawal of the duty 
I would not lead to increased or continued dumping at large scale with 
I consequent injury to the domestic industry. 

4 The domestic indust^ suffered injury due to dumping in this period from 
I various countries, including subject country. The surplus unutilized 
capacity of the product world over is resulting in exports of the product 
below prevailing normal values which is resulting in continued dumping 
I and continued injury to the domestic industry. 

4 That this being a review investigation, it is not necessary that the volume 
! of dumped imports might show an Increasing trend. In fact, it is expected 
I that the volume of imports should decline. However, volume of imports 
I from Thailand has remained quite significant. In fact, the same appears to 
i have shown an increase in the investigation period. 

G.1.3 Views of other interested parties 

1 

34. p‘he Indian Spinners Association, in its submissions has argued 

• [That the imports from Thailand and the exporter concerned has decreased 
Significantly and there Is absolutely no possibility of any significant increase 
bf exports of subject goods to India by the applicant exporter as major 
production of this exporter is for domestic sales and exports to India 
jaccounts for a very low share of its total production. 
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• That domestic avaitability of the subiect goods is suffering because of the 
closure of M/s Consotidated Fibres and Chemicals Ltd. and therefore, 
Imports are inevitable to meet the gap in supply. 

• That the staple fibre is a commodity and commodity markets are volatile and 
depend on downstream markets and downstream demand holds the key for 
acrylic fibre price. It also depends upon the price of woolen yam and is also 
affected by the trend in prices of other fibres like cotton polyester and viscose 
etc. 

• That since India has accepted the multi*fibre policy; spinning industry can 
switch over from one fibre to another depending upon its comparative 
economics. Therefore the Impact of downstream demand, woolen prices and 
price of other fibre Is significant on the prices of acrylic fibre; 

• That if, despite long standing protection, the domestic industry is not able to 
improve its position; it means that the industry is suffering from serious 
inefficiency and not because of imports. Efficiency is related very largely to 
the age of the technology and the plant. 

• That the quality of the domestic industry is not upto the mark. The technology 
used by domestic industry Is old and outmoded. 

35. Ludhiana Spinners Association, in its brief submis^n has argued 

• That antidumping duty has been imposed on almost all countries 
manufacturing acrylic fibre on the pretext of the FAFM. In the previous 
investigation the domestic industry claimed injury on cumulative basis for 
Imports of acrylic fibre. But the scenario has changed and existence of injury 
to the domestic injury has almost seized due to closure of several 
manufacturing units of acrylic fibre and fall in imports. 

• That there is no price undercutting by the exporters from Thailand and 
therefore, no likelihood of injury to the domestic industry. 

• That the domestic Industry is also exporting Acrylic Fibre at identical prices of 
exports from Thailand; 

• That the Aciylic Fibre Manufactures have enjoyed monopoly under the effect 
of antidumping duty and there seems no recurrence of dumping that would 
lead to material injury to the domestic industry or likelihood of such injury. 

36. In their post disclosure submissions the Indian Spinner’s Association and Mill 
Owner’s Association have reiterated the arguments in respect of injury and causal 
link. 

G.2 Examination by the Authority 

37. The Authority has taken note of various arguments raised by various parties 
in their submissions and issue of continuation of injury to the domestic industry has 
been examined in the light of these arguments made before the Authority. This 
review was initiated on the request of one exporter from Thailand. There was no 
request for review of the injury situation of the domestic industry in the review 
application of the applicant exporter. However, the Authority initiated the 
investigation covering both dumping and injury in respect of the subject country. 
The Authority notes that having initiated the investigation in terms of Rule 23 of the 
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Rul^s, the Authority is required to examine whether the continued imposition of the 
dut\ in respect of the subject country is required in view of the changed 
circumstances. As far as dumping is concerned, the Authority notes that the current 
dumping margins from the subject country are above de minimis level. The 
Authority has therefore, examined the current injury, if any, to the domestic industry 
and lasting nature of such changed circumstances, as well as the likelihood aspects 
of dumping and injury on account of imports from the subject country. 

G.3 Current Injury and causallink 

38- Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for an 
objective examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports and the effect of 
the lumped imports on prices in the domestic market for the like products; and (b) 
the [consequent impact of these imports on domestic producers of such products, 
with regard to the volume effect of the dumped imports. The authorities are required 
to examine whether there has been a significant increase in imports, either in 
absolute term or relative to production or consumption in the importing member. 
With regard to the price effect of the dumped imports, the authorities are required to 
examine whether there has been significant price undercutting by the dumped 
imports as compared to the price of the like product in the importing country, or 
whe her the effect of such Imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant 
degree, or prevent price increase, which would have othenwise occurred to a 
sign ficant degree. 

39. For the purpose of current injury analysis the Authority has examined the 
volu ne and price effects of dumped imports of the subject goods from the subject 
country on the domestic industry and its effect on the prices and profitability to 
examine the existence of injury and causal links between the dumping and injury, if 
any. The Authority notes that antidumping duty is also in force on the subject goods 
being imported from a number of countries. Accordingly, the volume and price effect 
of dumped imports have been examined as follows: 

(A) VOLUME EFFECT: Volume Effect of dumped imports and Impact on 
domestic Industry 

40. The effects of the volume of dumped imports from the subject countries, as 
well as imports from other countries, have been examined as follows: 

i) j Import volumes and share of subject countries: 

I 

41. I The domestic Industry has argued that the DGCI&S data does not reflect the 
complete import data and the import volume is higher than that has been reported in 
the DGCI&S data. The domestic industry has again raised the issue of data 
anomaly in its post disclosure comments. The Authority notes that the export data of 
the applicant exporter from Thailand shows higher volume of exports than the 
import volume reported in DGCI&S data. Therefore, volume of imports from the 
subj<jct country and other countries have been examined taking into account 
DGCI&S data and the data submitted by the applicant exporter from the subject 
country as follows: 
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Particulars 

UOM 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

IMPORTS 





POI 

Thailand 

MT 

2272 

2566 

3448 

3323 

Trend 


100 

113 

152 

146 

Other Countries 

Attracting Duty 

MT 

14138 

10461 

9957 

4259 

Trend 


100 

74 

70 

" 30 

Others not attracting dutv 

MT 

4683 

791 

1267 

4615 

Trend 


100 

17 

27 

99 

Total Imports 

MT 

21093 

13818 

14672 

12197 

Trend 

Index 

100.00 

66 

70 

58 


42. The ^ta ^ows that the import from the subject country has marginally 
declined in the POI compared to the previous year and increased by about 46% 
compared to the base year. Imports from the other countries attracting duty has 
been drastically reduced to about 30% of the volume in «ie base year Hovrever 
import froin other countries not subject to antidumping duty shows significant 

*’® '"tetvening period though total import is at 
about 58% level of the volume in the base year. 


ii) Demand, Output and Market shares 
a) Production ofthe Domestic Industry 


Capacity & 

Production of Dl * 

UOM 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 






POI 

Installed capacity of Di 

MT 

77500 

77500 

85000 

85000 

Trend 

Index 

100 

100 

110 

110 

Total production of DI 

MT 

69200 

78325 

84738 

75378 

Trend 

Index 

100 

113 

122 

109 

Capacity utilization of DI 

% 

89.29 

101.06 

99.69 

88.68 

Trend 

Index 

100 

113 

112 

99 


Acryion and M/s Pashupatl Acryion. 


Vardhaman 


43. The above data shows that there is about 10% growth in capacity of the 
domestic industry. However, production of the domestic industry after showing an 
impressive growth till 2004-05 has again declined in the POI. Capacity utilization of 
the domestic industry, after showing a very significant improvement in the previous 
two years, has dropped again to the base year level in POI. 


b) Sates of Domestic Industry 


Particulars 

UOM 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

. . 





POI 

Opening Stock 

MT 

' 647 

4625 

r 1553 

l“4380 

Trend 

Index 

100 

715 

240 

r 677 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 



action 


d 


estic sales 


Trend 


ExpiDtl sales 


Trend 


Clo 


Treiiid 


MT 

69200 

78325 

index 

100 

113 

MT 

60612 

66114 

Index 

100 

109 

MT 

4620 

15282 

Index 

100 

331 

MT 

4625 

1553 

index 

100 

34 




75378 


109 


68249 


113 


6419 


139 


5091 


110 


Domestic as well as export sales of the domestic industry also show 
icant improvement compared to the base year. However, increase in sales of 
omestic industry, examined alongside the decline in production and sales of 
ither two domestic producers i.e. IPCL and Consolidated fibres, eventually 
ig to their suspension of production, shows that the domestic industry was 
)ying some s0ace vacated by these two producers during this period. 


c) Demand and Market Share 


IMPORTS 


Thaiand 


Tre 

Oth^r Countries Attracting Dut 


Others 


J^otajl Imports 
T 


Totat Sales of Dl 


Qty in MT 


2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 



Share in Demand 


Dornestic Indust 


Other Domestic Producers 


Sub 


Oth 




il 



51.98 


29.93 


1.95 


12.12 


The above data shows that the domestic demand registered a drop of about 
1 the POI compared to the base year. Total import, as well as imports from 
countries attracting antidumping duty, has declined significantly. The import 
le from the subject country and imports from other countries not subject to 
jmping duty have increased. Market share of the domestic industry and all 
istic producers taken together, has increased compared to the base year. But 
ain in market share of the domestic industry appears to be more due to the 
5 vacated by other two domestic producers who were gradually reducing their 
iction and sales and eventually have suspended their full production. At the 
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same time the market share of the subject country also shows a marginal increase 
compared to the previous year and almost a 50% growth compared to the base 
year. 

(B) Price Effect of the Dumped imports omthe Domestic Industry 

46. The impact on the prices of the domestic industry on account of the dumped 
imports from the subject country has been examined with reference to the price 
undercutting, price underselling, price suppression and price depression, if any. For 
the purpose of this analysis the weighted average cost of production, weighted 
average Net Sales Realization (NSR) and the Non<injurious Price (NIP) of the 
Domestic industry have been compared with the landed cost of imports from the 
subject countries. 

(i) Price undercutting and underselling effects 

47. Price undercutting has been determined by comparing the weighted average 
landed value of dumped imports from the subject countries over the entire period of 
investigation with the weighted average net sales realization of the domestic 
industry for the same period. For this purpose landed value of imports has been 
calculated by adding 1 % handling charge and applicable basic customs duty to the 
value reported In the DGCI&S data of import prices from the subject country." 

48. In determining the net sales realization of the domestic industry, the rebates, 
discounts and commissions offered by the domestic industry and the central excise 
duty paid have been rebated. 

49. For the purpose of price underselling determination the weighted average 
landed price of imports from Subject countries has been compared with the Non- 
injurious selling price of the domestic industry determined for the POI and cost of 
production for the remaining years. 


Values in Rs/MT 


Particulars 

UOM 

2002.03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POI 2005- 
06 

Cost of sales 

Rs./MT 

*******'** 

********* 

********* 

********* 

Selling Price 

RS./MT 

*1t******4r 

********* 

********* 

********* 

Landed Value (Thailand) 

RS./MT 

72314 

77219 

95053 

94079 

Landed Value (others attracting duty) 

RS./MT 

80888 

80281 

98490 

94103 

Landed Value others 

RS./MT 

72249 

77660 

97519 

94078 


RS./MT 





Price undercutting (Thailand) 

% 





Non Injurious Price 

RS./MT 

■ 




Price Underselling (Thailand) 

RS./MT 




**** 

Price Underselling (Thailand) 

% 




5 to 15% 


50. The Authority notes that the landed value of imports from the subject country 
was above the net sales realization of the domestic industry, thus resulting in 
negative price undercutting. But the landed value of dumped imports from the 
subject country seems to have significant price underselling. However, price 
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underjcutting is to be seen alongwith the price suppression and depression in the 
domestic market as in a situation of significant price suppression or depression in 
the dcjmestic market the import prices could have negative undercutting. 

(ii) I Price suppression and depression effects of the dumped imports: 

51. j The price suppression effect of the dumped imports have been examined 
with reference to the cost of production, net sales realization and the landed values 
from Ihe subject countries. The above data shows that the cost of production of the 
subject goods have significantly increased compared to the base year as well as the 
previc us year. The Increase In cost of production is linked to the Increase in ACN 
price which is the basic raw material of Acrylic fibre. Import data of ACN shows an 
increase of about Rs8/- per Kg during 2004-05 and 2005-06. However, the GIF 
impor: price and the landed value of dumped imports from the subject country have 
not refgistered any significant increase. At the same time the selling price of the 
dome|stic industry has declined substantially in the POI after improvement till the 
previc us year Indicating significant price depression. The Authority also notes that 
there is a significant decline in the demand for the subject goods in the domestic 
market whereas dumped imports are continuing from several sources. Therefore, 
the domestic industry appears to have been forced to keep the prices low In order to 
retain its market share. 

G.4 ! Examination of other Injury Parameters 

52. i Other economic parameters, which could indicate existence of injury to the 
domestic industry, have been analysed here as follows: 


i) I Productivity 

♦ 

53. Productivity of the domestic industry has been measured in terms of its 
labou r productivity of the output and it has been noticed that the productivity has 
impro^/ed because of increase in production while employment level remains the 
same compared to the base year. 



2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

POI 2005-06 

50.04 

59.56 

62.91 

54.50 

100 

119.04 

125.73 

108.93 

192 

218 

235 

209 


rticulars Unit 


Index ed 100 119.04 125.73 

ay 192 218 235 

Considering 360 days of production in a year 


I) j Profits and actual and potential effects on the cash flow 


articulars 
Cost! of Sales 


Tren 


Selling Price 


Tren 



Unit 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

Rs./MT 


iritifitit'k 

****** 

Indexed 

100 

99.09 

107.11 

Rs./MT 

******* 

•kitirigiHf 

****** 

Indexed 

100 

105 

124 

Rs. MT 

/******\ 

****** 

★★★★★★ 


123.54 






































Trend. 

Indexed 

(100) 

1652 

5000 

(2200 

total Profrt/Loss 
on Domestic 

Sales 

Rs. Lacs 

nn 

****** 

****** 


Trend 

indexed 

msm 

1802 

5404 


Depreciation 

Rs. Lacs 


****** 

****** 

******" 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

100 

98 

101 

Cash Profit/Loss 

Rs. Lacs 


****** 

****** 

,. /******\ 

Trend 


100 

182 

334 

_(!)_ 


54. The performance of the domestic industry, in terms of profit and loss shows 
that after a significant improvement till 2004-05, the domestic industry has suddenly 
started suffering substantial loss in the POI. The loss is due to st^^stanllal increase 
in the cost of production in the POI while the selling prices have remained 
depressed during the same period. 


iii) Employment and wages 


Particulars 

Unit 

20024)3 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

Employment 





POI 

No. of Employee 

Nos. 

1383 

1315 

1347 

1363 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

95.08 

97.40 

' 100.00 

Wages 

Rs. 

Lacs 

1808 

■H 

4977 

2162 

Trend 

‘Indexed 

100 

105.92 

109.35 

119.58 

Wage per Employee 

Rs. Lacs 

1.31 

1.46 

1.47 

• 1.56 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

111.40 

112.27 

119.58 


55. Employment level and wages do not show any deterioration of the condition 
of the domestic industry. About 20% increase is wages over a period of 4 years is 
not significant considering general increase in wage level across the economy. 


iv) Return on investment and ability to raise capital 


1——. 

1 Particulars 

UOM 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

2005-06 

(POI) 

Capital Employed - 
NFA + Working 
Capital 

Rs. Lacs 

****** 

****** 

****** 

****** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

85 

89 

90 

Profit 

Rs. Lacs 


^ ****** 

****** 


i Trend 

Indexed 

■REm 

1802 

5404 


Interest 

Rs. Lacs 

****** 

****** 

****** 

****** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

93.14 

65.90 

61.51 

PBIT 

Rs. Lacs : 

****** 

****** 

****** 

^******^ 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

130 

197 

-11 

Return on Capital 
Employed - NFA + 

% 

****** 

****** 

****** 

HH 
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Working Capital 


Indexed 

100 

153.08 

222.75 


56. i The above data shows that the profitability of the domestic industry, after a 
significant improvement up to 2004-05, has declined and has become negative 
during the POI due to increase in cost while the prices are depressed. 

v) Investment 

57. The domestic industry has not made any significant capacity addition or 
capital investments during the POI. 


vi) { Magnitude of Dumping 

58. I The dumping margin determined for the subject country and the applicant 
expcjrter is above de minimis level. 

vii) I Factors affecting prices 

I 

59. The interested parties have argued that other factors such as inter fibre 
com|)etition at the spinning industry level and low demand for acrylic fibre in India 
durir g the POI has affected the prices of the subject goods manufactured and sold 
by the domestic industry. The Authority has examined the change in cost structure, 
com|)etition in the domestic industry and prices of competing substitutes for 
analyzing the factors other than dumped imports that might be affecting the prices in 
the domestic market. Acrylic fibre is an economical substitute for wool and has 
several application in apparel, household and industrial areas and continues to 
remjiin so because the price of the substitute product remains high. However, 
domestic demand has declined by about 8% during the POI. The Authority also 
notes that the participating producers of the subject goods account for about 64% of 
total domestic demand and the price other producers, also move within similar price 
bancs. It has also been brought to the notice of the Authority that two other 
producers of the subject goods were significantly reducing their production and 
ever tually have suspended production, though out side the period of investigation. 
Therefore, several factors, including the demand situation in the country and volume 
and prices of dumped imports from various countries appear to be affecting the 
pric4s of the domestic industry simultaneously. 


viii) I Inventories 


Particulars 


mtories - at the end 
eriod 


ntories as % of 
uction 


Unit 2002.03 1 20034)4 20044)5 


MT 


Indexed 


% 


Indexed 


2005-06 


POI 


5091 
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60. The inventory level of the doitiestic Industry shows marginal increase during 

thePdI. 

G.5 Other Known factors and Causal Link 

61. As recorded earlier the exporters and other interested parties have raised 
several arguments in their written submissions during the course of the investigation 
which essentially argues that the domestic industry has improved its overall 
performance and injury if any. has been suffered because of factors other than the 
dumped imports, the arguments of the interested parties have been examined with 
reference to mandatory factors and other factors that might have affected the 
condition of the domestic industry as follows: 

i) Volume and prices of impoHs from other sources 

62. During the POI, other than the subject countries, imports have taken place 
from several other countries, including countries against which antidumping duty is 
in force. The data also shows that imports from countries attracting antidumping 
duty have declined substantially. Imports from countries not attracting duty has 
increased after a significant decline till the previous year. However, the goods have 
been imported from several countries and volumes of import from individual 
countries are small and at similar price bands. 

ii) Contraction in demand and / or change in pattern of consumption 

63. Total domestic demand of the product under consideration, has shown a 
marginal decline of about 4% during the POI compared to the previous year and 8% 
compared to the base year. The interested parties have argued that the drop in 
demand is because of inter-fibre substitution at the yam level due to multi-fibre 
policy and anomalies in tax structure. However, examination of out put and sales of 
the domestic industry indicates that contraction in demand does not seem to have 
affected the domestic Industry in physical parameters in view of the fact that 
production and sales of the domestic industry has increased during the POI. 

ii) Trade restrictive practices of and competition between the foreign and 
domestic producers 

64. The subject goods are freely importable and there are no trade restrictive 
practices in the domestic market. The participating domestic industry constitutes 
over 70% of the capacity In,the country. Though msgor proportions of imports from 
various other sources are attracting antidumping duty, antidumping duty unpaid 
landed value of imports from these sources are within a very narrow band indicating 
severe competition between various sources for the domestic market. 

ill) Development of technology and export performance 

65. The interested parties have argued that the technology and plants of the 
domestic industry are old and outdated. The Authority notes that world over acrylic 
fibres is manufactured using either dry technology or wet technology. Out of 5 
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i ^... .. . 

prodlicers in the country two producers’ use dry technology and three use wet 
techrjiology to produce the same product. In terms of technological stand#ds and 
cost of operation there is no significant difference. Therefore, technological 
difference is not a factor affecting the performance of the domestic industry. 

66. I The exports of the product under consideration by the domestic industry 
have increased substantially fropi the base year. 



67. : The iriterested parties have raised a point that the exports by the petitioners 
are ai low prices which might have caused injury to them. But the volume of exports 
is ley than 10% of their domestic sales and the price difference is also not very 
to contribute substantially to the injury of the domestic industry. However, 
the inyury to the domestic industry has been assessed on the basis of their domestic 
performance only and injury if any caused due to their export performance has not 
been attributed to the dumped Imports. 

I 

iv) I Productivity of the Domestic Industry 

68 Productivity of the domestic industry In terms of labour output and daily 
output has shown substantial improvement. Therefore, productivity is not a factor 
whicli can be attributed to the injury of the domestic industry. In fact domestic 
Indus ry has tried to reduce its losses in its domestic operation through 
improvement in productivity. 

G.6 Overall assessment of Injury and Causal Link 

69. In its post disclosure submissions the applicant exporter has submitted that 
Indiar market of 100000 MTs is being catered to by 5 to 6 small producers and the 
undes irable competition among them is responsible for the current situation on the 
Indiar Acrylic Fibre Industry. An import of 10,000 MT Is an 110000 MT market can 
hardly be a reason for Injury. As far as the increase in ACN prices and its impact on 
the product under consideration is concerned, the exporter has argued that their 
sales are made in line with the international prices and market conditions which may 
not always increase In line with the ACN price. In this connection the Authority notes 
that in a shrinking demand situation and surplus capacity in the domestic market 
any significant volume of imports with adverse price trend will have significant 
impact on the domestic*Industry which Is demonstrated in this case. 

70. I The examination in the previous sections indicates that whereas the 
perfor|nance of the domestic industry has improved in terms of physical parameters 
such is capacity, production, capacity utilization and sales, the domestic industry’s 
finanaal condition has deteriorated during the POI due to decline in selling price 
and irjcrease in cost of production. The injury to the domestic industry appears to 
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have been caused cumulatively due to the volume and price effects of the dumped 
imports and other factors, such as decline in demand, as examined above. 

G.6 Magnitude of Injury and injury margin 

71. The non-Injurious price of the subject goods, determined for the domestic 
industry taking into account the cost data of the domestic industry, has been 
compared with the landed value of imports from the subject country for 

determination of the injury margin which works out as follows: 


Injury Margins 


Thai 

Acrylic 

Others 

GIF Price 

R%Ma 

****** 

****** 

Landed Value 

RsJKg 

95611 

82532 

NIP 

Rs./Kg 


****** 

Injury Margin 

RsJKg 

****** 

****** 

Injury Margin % 

% 

0-10% 

15-25% 


H. Lasting Nature of changed circumstances and likelihood of 
continuation or recurrence of injury 

72. Article 11.2 of the ADA provides that 

The authorities shall review the need for the continued imposition of the duty, 
where warranted, on their own initiative or, provided that a reasonable period 
of time has elapsed since the imposition of the definitive anti-dumping duty, 
upon request by any interested party which submits positive information 
substantiating the need for a review. Interested parties shall have the right to 
request the authorities to examine whether the continued imposition of the 
duty is necessary to offset dumping, whether the injury would be likely to 
continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. If, as a result of 
the review under this paragraph, the authorities determine that the 
anti-dumping duty is no longer warranted, it shall be terminated immediately. 

73. Rule 23 of AD Rules of India also requires the Authority to examine the need 
for continued imposition of the duty from time to time. The exporter in its submission 
has argued that mid term review investigation does not require an examination of 
likelihood aspects as in the case of a sunset review. However, the Authority Is of the 
view that such an examination would also involve an examination of the lasting 
nature of the changed circumstances and the likelihood scenario in the event of 
withdrawal of the duty. In order to determine whether the changed circumstances of 
dumping is of lasting nature and whether injury to the domestic industry would 
continue or recur In the future if the duties are removed, the trend in volume of sales 
of the applicant exporter and its prices in the home market as well as third country 
export markets, and their likely Impact on the domestic industry has been examined. 

74. In this connection the domestic industry has inter alia submitted: 
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• i That the exporters from the subject country in general and the applicant for 
i the review in particular, are still dumping the material in the Indian market. 

: Though there is a significant increase in raw material prices, the export price 
' of the applicant has not shown proportionate increase indicating absorption 
of cost by the exporter; 

•i That Domestic industry is suffering continued injury due to dumped import 
I from subject countries and should the Anti Dumping Duty be revoked, the 
injury to the domestic industry would recur or intensify. 

•i That Volume of imports from subject countries has increased after imposition 
i of antidumping duty while import from other countries attracting antidumping 
duty has declined significantly indicating thereby likelihood of intensification 
of dumping once the duties are revised or revoked; 

•] That the domestic industry is responding to the situation by reducing its 
* selling prices though the cost of production has increased due to increase in 
raw material prices in the international market; 

•I That the producers in subject countries, particularly the applicant exporter 
^ from Thailand are holding significant surplus capacities and the demand in 
I, the subject countries Is significantly below the capacities created by them. 
Therefore, there is a great possibility that revocation of duty would lead to 
surge in imports and severe injury to the domestic industry. 


75. The Authority has examined these arguments in the light of the information 
on tlhe capacity and production of the applicant exporter and the price levels of its 
domestic sales and exports to India and other countries. The Authority has also 
exaiiiined the price levels at which the goods are entering Indian market from the 
subj^t country in spite of the duty in force and its price undercutting and 
underselling levels, demand scenario, trend in cost of raw materials etc. to examine 
the lasting nature of the changed circumstance and likelihood of continuation or 
recu|rrence of injury to the domestic industry. 


:dtal 
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In this connection the Authority notes that total exports constitute about 70% 
sales of the applicant exporter and its export to India is about 6% of its total 
brts. The volume of its exports to India has increased by almost 30% in the last 
years whereas its domestic sales have declined by almost 9%. Therefore, 
is a significant surplus capacity of the company far beyond the domestic 
|and in Thailand and the company heavily depends on the export market. Indian 
remains an Import market for the exporter. 


rket 


77. I The price level of the product sold by the applicant in its domestic market. 
Indian market and other third country export markets also indicate that during the 
POIjthe Increase in prices for exports to India has been by a higher percentage 
corrjpared to the prices to other markets while these imports attract antidumping 
duty!. Though the landed value of the subject goods did not undercut the domestic 
selliiig prices in India during the POI due to significant price depression, the price 
underselling was\ significant. 

78 ■ It is also noted that dumping is continuing from the subject country in spite of 
the iantidumping duty in force. As far as continuation or recurrence of injury to the 
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domestic industry is concerned the price levels at which the goods are entering 
Indian market from the subject country, in spite of the duty in force, is an important 
indicator. The above factors indicate that the change in export prices to India is not 
in line with the general trend of prices of the applicant exporter and therefore, the 
change in export price does not appear to be of a lasting nature. 

79. It is also noticed that there was no price undercutting during the POI though 
the price underselling by the exporters from the subject country, including the 
applicant for the review, v^re significant and volume of export of the applicant 
exporter to India has increased. The volume of exports of the applicant to third 
countries is also significant and price level is also lower than price to India and in 
the home market of the exporter. Therefore, export orientation of the exporter is 
very clear. The volume of exports of the applicant exporter from Thailand and its 
price level to third countries; and decline in demand, in India indicates that the price 
to India (»uld drop and volume could increase if the duty Is revoked. Further 
reduction in prices and increase in volume, In a scenario of declining demand in the 
domestic market, is likely to continue and intensify the injury to the domestic 
industiy. The Authority also notes that in spite of improvement in the condition of 
the domestic Industry in several physical parameters, the performance in financial 
terms has not improved due to the fact that the goods are still being dumped from 
several sources and there is a slump in demand for the product In the domestic 
market. 

80. Therefore, the Authority concludes that the changed circumstances, on the 
basis of which the applicant exporter has sought the review, are not of lasting 
nature and there is a significant possibility of dumping and Injury to continue or 
recur if the duties are reduced or withdrawn based on the current dumping margin. 

I Conclusion and recommendations 

81. Having initiated and conducted the review as requested by the exporter and 
having examined various issues, as recorded in the foregoing paragraphs, the 
Authority is of the view that 

a) the subject goods continues to be sold by the applicant exporter and 
other exporter from Thailand, in the Indian mailcet, at dumped prices 
and the dumping margin is above de minimis level; 

b) though the dumping margin of the applicant exporter has recorded a 
significant decline during the POI, the said decline is not of a lasting 
nature; 

c) the domestic industry continues to suffer material injury and the Injury 
has been caused due to volume and price effects of dumped imports 
along with cumulative effect of other factors; and 

d) the changed circumstances of dumping and injury are not of lasting 
nature and are likely to recur or intensify if the duties are reduced or 
revoked. 
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82. I In view of the above, the Authority does not recommend any revision of the, 
dutiefe in force against the subject applicant exporter and the subject country under 

review. 

1 

J ; Further Procedures 

83. j An appeal against the orders of the Central Government that may arise out of 
this recommendation shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service tax Appellate 
TribLjnal in accordance with the relevant provisions of the Act 

84. ! The Authority may review the need for continuation, modification or 
termination of the definitive measure as recommended herein from time to time as 
per t ie relevant provisions of the Act and public notices issued in this respect from 
time to time. No request for such a review shall be entertained by the Authority 
unless the same is filed by an interested party as per the time limit stipulated for this 
purple. 


R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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